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Michael J. Shelton 

V. 

Jan Schneider, Candidate 
Schneider for Congress 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
BEFORE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 

James F. Merritt 

V. 

Jan Schneider, Candidate 
Schneider for Congress 

ORIGINAL 
. .  1 

ANSWERS TO MUR #5350 & #5354 

Pursuant to the Federal Election Campaign Act of 197 1 , as amended (“FECA”), 2 

U.S.C. $5 43lY437g(a)(l), Jan Schneider, a candidate for the United States House of 

Representatives from the Florida 13‘h Congressional District in 2002, and Schneider for 

Congress, her principal campaign committee (ID - COO37475 1) (“committee” or “campaign”), 

hereby respond to MUR #5350 and #5354. For brevity, both entities are collectively referred to 

as “Ms. Schneider” below. 

While the information provided below and in referenced exhibits should suffice to 

permit the Federal Election Commission to dismiss these complaints, please note that the 

principal complainant (Michael Shelton in MUR #5350) has withheld committee financial 

documents and other data related to the claims he has made. Ms. Schneider requests that Mr. 

Shelton be ordered by the FEC to turn over the materials-- whether in electronic, written or any 

other fom-- forthwith, after which Ms. Schneider should have an opportunity to supplement this 

pleading, as appropriate. 
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. INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND 

-. . :: .‘ 

i 

I 

... *.--I  

MUR # 5350 is supported by affidavit by Michael J. Shelton. He was a 

volunteer with the Schneider Campaign, and in that capacity, he served as Finance Chair and 

prepared Schneider for Congress electronic disclosure report filings with the Federal Election 

Commission. MUR #5354 is supported by an affidavit from James F. Merritt. This second 

affidavit, as will be demonstrated below, appears also to have been generated by Mr. Shelton, 

and it too lacks merit. The allegations by Mr. Shelton are defective and disingenuous for several 

basic reasons, including: 

First, all or nearly all of the complaints by Mr. Shelton pertain either to electronic filings 

with the Federal Election Commission that he himself prepared, or to problems with FEC 

filings caused by his refusal to turn over to Schneider for Congress its own records, 

financial and otherwise. As a campaign volunteer from approximately June 2002, Mr. 

Shelton undertook responsibility for preparing Schneider for Congress electronic filings 

from the July quarterly report for 2002 through all subsequent filings until November 1, 

2002. He maintained the data and reports on his home computer and may have deleted 

all supporting data from campaign computers. After Mr. Shelton was fired on November 

1, the candidate, the Treasurer, and campaign counsel have made repeated written and 

oral demands for return of, or at least copies of, Schneider campaign electronic filings 

and other records. Mr. Shelton has, however, rehsed to comply, continuing to hold the 

FEC reports and other campaign records hostage to his wrongfbl demands for payment, 

in violation of the FECA. See 2 U.S.C.; $5 432(a), (c), (d), (0, (h) & ( i), 433(b)(4); 

434(a)(1) & (1 1); see also 11 C.F.R. $$102.2(a)(l)(iv), 102.9, 104.l(a), 104.14(b)(2)-(3). 

Nonetheless, the campaign committee has worked diligently with the FEC’s analyst 

division to file amended reports with the FEC accurately to report the committee’s 

activity; 

Second, Mr. Shelton, as fomer volunteer Finance Chair of the Schneider campaign, is 

well aware that, contrary to his affidavit, Jan Schneider at no time served as “Treasurer” 

of Schneider for Congress (or any other campaign committee). Carroll F. Johnson was 

the duly designated Treasurer, and Harold B. Schneider was the designated Assistant 
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Treasurer (and has subsequently taken over as Treasurer)’ See 2 U.S.C. $432(a), 

433(b)(4); see also 11 C.F.R. 0 102.2(a)(4); and 

Third and most importantly, the so-called complaints are also devoid of merit for, inter 

alia, the reasons set forth below. 

Despite repeated oral and written demand for Mr. Shelton to return critical 

records he either took from the campaign or maintained on behalf of the campaign at home, 

f i Mr. Shelton has failed and refused to turn them over in violation of the FECA. See 2 U.S.C.; 09 
432(a), (c), (d), (f), (h) & (i), 433(b)(4), 434(a)( 1) & (1 1); see also 1 1 C.F.R. 00 102.2(a)( l)(iv), 

102.9, 104.1 (a), 104.14@)(2)-(3). The records are critical for correct electronic cumulation in 

subsequent FEC reports. Moreover, although he prepared the Schneider for Congress FEC 
filings as a volunteer, Mr. Shelton now seeks $6,000.00 -- claimed to be “for the time it took him 

to complete them, some 24 hours at his customary billable rate of $250 per hour” -- as a price for 

returning them to the ~ommittee.~ This not only violates the FECA, see id. but also contravenes 

. .  

several Bar rules and regulations. 

. .- I ?+ .. . 

See Declaration of Carroll F. Johnson, Treasurer, Schneider for Congress, Mar. 19,2004, I 

attached hereto as Exhibit A. See also Declaration of Harold B. Schneider, Assistant Treasurer, 
Schneider for Congress, Apr. 8,2003, Exhibit B. Where a copy of an affidavit or declaration is attached 
hereto, the original has been sent to the FEC by the maker. 

used in compiling committee reports fiom the FEC website. Without this information, (a) the FEC 
software cannot automatically cumulate contributions when receipts from any individual total $200, and 
(b) at least in the case of Schneider for Congress, the software does not compute proper totals on 
summary pages of the FEC reports. Ms. Schneider brought these problems to the attention of the FEC in 
the course of preparing the first Schneider for Congress filing following those prepared by Mr. Shelton. 
As FEC telephone and other logs beginning in late November 2002 should confirm, Ms. Schneider had 
numerous conversations and written or email exchanges with 

the FEC, all of whom were extremely helpful. Nevertheless; the reporting difficulties were not 
resolved until a suggestion . 
summary pages. 

For example, it is not possible to download unitemized receipts and certain other data 2 

during the last week of February fixed the problem of the 

See letter fiom Dennis Plews, Esq., counsel for Mr. Shelton, to Susan Chapman, Esq., 
campaign counsel, Feb. 20,2003, email from Mr. Plews to Robert A. Burka, counsel for Respondents, 
April 10, 2003, and reply thereto, April 10,2003 together, Exhibit C. As regards the claim of a 
“customary billable rate, while Mr. Shelton may be a member’ of the Bar in Maryland, he is not admitted 
in Florida. Even were he able to practice in Florida, an attorney cannot lawfully or ethically donate 
services and then subsequently demand legal fees therefor. Also, there was no written fee agreement or 
other requisites for establishment of an attorney-client relationship. 

3 
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Moreover, Mr. Shelton made misrepresentations and undertook multiple 

unauthorized campaign expenditures in violation of the.FECA, the express instructions of the 

candidate and .the campaign’s procedures. For example, Ms. Schneider repeatedly ordered that 

the Schneider campaign not engage in anti-personal “attack” advertising against her opponent. 

Notwithstanding this policy, Mr. Shelton substituted his own wishes in contravention of the 

express policies of the candidate. He even caused an attack ad to be produced and 

communicated on multiple broadcasting stations without the knowledge of the candidate, which 

ad bore the false endorsement that it was “Approved by Jan Schneider @),” in violation of the 

FECA. See 2 U.S.C. 6 441d; see also 11 C.F.R. $1 10.1 1. Mr. Shelton also made, enabled andor 

conspired or colluded in other unauthorized expenditures, including production and distribution 

to voters of a longer version videotape containing the footage fiom the attack ad prohibited by 

the candidate; production and mailing to voters of a large postcard dealing with Social Security 

issues and misrepresenting the positions of the candidate: and production and substitution in the 

Bradenton Herald of a deceptive and misleading ad for one approved by the candidate. In each 

case, the material in question was falsely labelled “Approved by Jan Schneider (D).995 All this 

was perpetrated within the final few days of the general election campaign, when Mr. Shelton 

apparently calculated it would be too late for the candidate to do anything about his illegal and 

improper behavior. 

Further, in order to prevent Ms. Schneider fiom leaming of these unauthorized 

statements and expenditures, Mr. Shelton engaged in other deceptive acts in violation of the 

FECA. For example, Mr. Shelton knowingly violated campaign procedures and the FECA on 

several occasions by paying for such clandestine activities by his own personal checks or credit 

A copy of the Social Security mailer appears as Exhibit D. Ms. Schneider did not learn 4 

of this piece until election night, when she returned to her home to find that a voter had returned a copy of 
the mail piece with the admonishment “Don’t send this type of garbage to the Lancaster Household!” See 
Ex. D. 

Copies of the unauthorized ads in the Bradenton Herald on November 3 and 4,2002, 5 

, along with related materials, appear as Exhibit E. Mr. Shelton himself arranged for and obtained a 
campaign check to pay the $4,113.75 for the forged ad in the Bradenton Herald. The Bradenton Herald 
invoice is marked “Attn. Michael Shelton,” and the campaign copy contains an annotation authorizing 
payment in Mr. Shelton’s own handwriting, “OK - MS.” See Ex. E. Thus, even if Mr. Shelton did not 
physically accomplish the substitution himself, he has to have enabled it and provided the information 
necessary to effect it. 

4 
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cards instead of seeking checks fi-om the committee’s Treasurer or Assistant Treasurer, at least 

one of whom was always available on short notice.6 See 2 U.S.C. $5 432(a), (c) &‘(h) 434(c); 
. .  

see also 11 C.F.R. $0 102.7, 102.9-102.10, 109; and . .  

Lastly, having undermined the Schneider campaign, Mr. Shelton has been 

misusing federal, state and other judicial and/or administrative bodies to conduct a systematic 

campaign of harassment against Ms. Schneider, as is set forth in the accompanying FECA 
* c .  

‘p. .. 

I complaint filed today against Mr. Shelton.’ I 

I 
I 

I 

T- 
Mr. Shelton is a disgruntled former campaign operative (albeit volunteer), with a 

wildly exaggerated view of his own ,competence and importance. With particular regard to the 

meeting referenced at the outset of the Shelton Affidavit (p. l), as Schneider Campaign Manager 

Marilyn Harwell confirms, the only latitude conferred on Mr. Shelton related to his apportioning 

scarce advertising hnds (then projected to be about $40,000) among various media. As Ms. 

Harwell has stated: “The only thing on the table was the choice of media; not the message. We 
8’ .. already knew those guidelines: i. el , no negative advertising. 

The “bottom line” is that Mr. Shelton is himself responsible for most or all of the 

problems of which he now purports to complain. Worse, even after filing his FEC complaints, 

Mr. Shelton persists in holding hostage campaign records to the correction errors in FEC reports 

he prepared and to the remedy of resulting anomalies in subsequent electronic filings. In these 

circumstances, the Treasurer, the Assistant Treasurer, as well as the candidate and the campaign 

committee, have not only used their “best efforts,” but made valiant efforts to submit the 

information required by the FECA. Accordingly, even should some defects be found -- and it 

appears that all of the flaws introduced by Mr. Shelton have, with extensive and persistent 

See Johnson & H. Schneider Decs., Exs. A & B, supra note 1.  

Ms. Schneider is filing a complaint with the Federal Election Commission in connection 

6 

7 

with Mr. Shelton’s violations of the FECA. Some of the substance and text of this response is, of 
necessity, repeated there. 

See Statement of Marilyn Harwell, Campaign Manager, Schneider for Congress, Mar. 2 1 , 
2003, Exhibit F. Nor, contrary to the Shelton Aff, (at l), does Ms. Harwell recall any (non-existent) 
commitment by Ms. Schneider to lend the campaign an additional $10,000 beyond the more than $80,000 
of previous loans. See Ex. F. 

a 
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cooperation from FEC personnel, now been corrected -- Schneider for Congress should be 

considered in fbll compliance. See 2 U.S.C. 5 432 (c) & (i); see also 11 C.F.R. 55 102.9(d), 

104.7. 

RESPONSES TO SPECIFIC ALLEGATIONS 
P 

None of the allegations in MUR #5350 or #5354 shows any violation of the 

FECA. For the FEC's convenience, the referenced exhibits are contained in the accompanied 

notebook. 

A. MUR # 5350: FALSE ALLEGATIONS OF "DISCREPANCIES" 

With respect to MUR #5350, this response will deal with the allegations in the 

.- . 

.4 2 . C-I : .-- 

Shelton Affidavit seriatim. 

1. The reports as fired fail to list an outstanding debt due Jason McIntosh. . . . According to 
Mr. McIntosh, he is owed approximately $5,000.00 for expenses incurred during his work 

. for  the campaign. Ms. Schneider's refirsal to reimburse Mr. McIntosh for legitimate 
expenses may amount to her accepting an illegal campaign contribution from Mr. 
McIntosh well in excess of the legal limits. 

No Debt to Jason McIntosh. Jason McIntosh was hired, primarily to assist Mr. 

Shelton, for approximately the last two weeks of the campaign. His payment, in accordance with 

his contract, is listed in the 30-day post-general report of Schneider for Congress. 

The allegation by Mr. Shelton that Mr. McIntosh is owed $5,000.00 is 

unsubstantiated; and, moreover, Mr. McIntosh was not authorized to incur any expenses on 

behalf of the committee. Further, Mr. McIntosh has not notified the committee of any expense 

or requested any reimbursement. 

The allegation must refer, if anything, to expenses wrongfblly incurred in 

colluding in production and dissemination of unauthorized ads and other statements. Indeed, as a 

result of such conspiratorial behavior, Messrs. Shelton and/or McIntosh caused the campaign to 

have to pay large sums based on "apparent authority" (which expenditures may be sought back 

002.999623.1 . 
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I 

, 

j’ 
I‘ 

. .  

fiom the  perpetrator^).^ Such actions were’by no means “contributions” to Schneider. for 

Congress -- quite the contrary, they were highly destructive thereof. If anything, being entirely 

unauthorized, if Mi-. McIntosh notified the committee of such requested reimbursements those 

items would be reported as “disputed debts.” See 1 1 C.F.R. 5 104.1 1. 

2. The reports as fired fail to list an outstanding debt due Janet Hall. . . . According to Ms. 
Hall and her attorney, she is owed approximately $15,000.00 for expenses incurred for 
legitimate services rendered pursuant to a written contract executed by Ms. Schneider. 
Ms. Schneider still refuses to pay Ms. ‘Hall and it would appear that her indebtedness 
should be listed on her campaign reports. 

Termination or Non-Performance of Janet Hall Contract. Janet Hall was a 

consultant to Schneider for Congress. Pursuant to agreement, she was paid considerable sums 

for services that did not for whatever reason prove effective, and the payments were duly 

reflected in Schneider for Congress FEC filings.” The contract required written notice of 

termination, which Mr. Shelton undertook to provide in or about late June 2002 -- and which he 

apparently failed to send (although Ms. Schneider did notify Ms. Hall by telephone and in person 

of the termination). The contract also, however, required performance of services as a condition 

of payment. No services are known or thought to have been performed that have not been paid 

for, with the result that it is the position of the committee that nothing hrther is due to Ms. Hall. 

. .  

In participating in the unauthorized attack ad and video, the Social Security mailer and 
the Bradenton Herald substitution, among other prohibited endeavors, Mr. McIntosh improperly ran up 
bills without any actual authority. The contracts were signed by Mr. McIntosh, in the name of Schneider 
for Congress (for which he had no authority to act), in his own name or in that of Quantum Strategies (an 
entity unknown to Ms. Schneider but with which Mr. McIntosh is apparently affiliated). This behavior 
resulted in large, unanticipated obligations claimed to be attributable to Schneider for Congress. For 
example, the committee received a bill fiom Alsip Gilling, Inc. for $3,074.00 for production of the 
unauthorized videos, pursuant to a contract entered into by and in the name of Jason McIntosh; another 
bill fiom Irving Productions Inc. for $480.00 for the “K. Harris Video,” for services contracted for in the 
names of Mr. McIntosh and Quantum; and a third bill fiom Salon Media Group for services to Quantum 
contracted for by Mr. McIntosh in the amount of $1,000. Copies of those bills are found in Exhibit G. 
Expenses arguably legitimate have been paid and/or settled, including a bill fiom Xpedite for $17,410.52 
for services contracted by Mr. McIntosh in the name of Quantum (as listed in the Schneider for Congress 
April 2003 quarterly report). 

Electronic filings show $12,000.00 paid pursuant to this contract. See also letter fiom Susan Chapman to 
Jan Schneider, Apr. 8,2003, included in Ex. H. 

9 

See Letter Agreement, dated April 17,2002, Exhibit H. Schneider for Congress. 10 
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a 

Nevertheless, counsel for Schneider for Congress, Susan Chapman, contacted 

Robert B. Sonenthal, counsel for Ms. Hall, on December 27,2002, once more asking for some 

indication of what if any services Ms. Hall claims to have performed for which she seeks 

payment. Although he promised to provide such an accounting, Mr. Sonenthal has had no 

M e r  communications with Ms. Chapman." 

3.. The report lists approximately 13 contributors who gave donations of $2,000.00 in a 
single contribution, of which all but one were received prior to the primary election. 
Pursuant to instructions f iom Ms. Schneider, the preparers of the reports, to include 
myself: were told to list the contributions as two (2) separate $1,000.00 contributions 
($1,000.00 for the primary and $1,000.00 for the general). . . . 

. 

' 

Contributions to Primary and General Dulv SePreeated. Next, Mr. Shelton 

complains about "approximately 13" (actually 12) individuals who made contributions of 

$2,000, $1,000 for the primary and $1,000 for the general election. As the FEC is well aware, 

and indeed advised both Ms. Schneider and Mr. Johnson when each called separately to verify 

their interpretation of the law, $2,000 may be accepted during the primary period -- provided that 

the contributions of $1,000 are properly attributed to the two separate elections and all 

contributions for the general election are segregated and returned if the candidate is unsuccessful 

in the primary. See 2 U.S.C. §$431(1)(A), 441a(a)(l) & (6); see also 11 C.F.R. 59 102.9(e), 

llO.l(b)(2). The contributions of the $2,000 donors were designated for two different elections. 

and so allocated in Schneider for Congress FEC reports, and the $1 1,000 of general election 

.. 

contributions received prior to September 10,2002 was duly segregated until after the primary.I2 

Mr. Shelton himself retrieved checks and contribution forms fiom the campaign 

mailbox, was responsible for copying and maintaining the documentation, and in at least in two 

cases, personally received the checks and forms fiom the individuals named in his affidavit.I3 

But in any event, declarations or other statements have been submitted to the FEC with respect. to . . 

'' See Chapman let., in Ex. H, supra note 10. 

See Johnson Dec., Ex. A, supra note 1. 

See Johnson Dec., Ex. A, supra note 1. See also Statement of Lynn Schneider Kalish and 

12 

13 

Joseph H. Kalish, Mar. 25,2004, Exhibit I. 
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nine of the twelve contributors are submitted herewith, and the campaign forms are provided for 

two of the three remaining donors.14 The last individual is Barbara Pearl, who contributed 

$2,000 via the Move-On website, after the primary election but at a time when there was over 

$85,000.00 of outstanding primary debt. See 1 1 C.F.R. 6 1 10.1 (b)(3). l5 

4. Ms. Schneider also received several large donations from members of her family which 
Ms. Schneider had lead me to believe were actually funds which were provided by her 

contribution limits. 
I father, Harold Schneider, to the family members in order to circumvent campaign 

# (  

S I  

I 
I 

1 

O L .  

‘ 1  

, i  

Family Contributions Voluntary and from Personal Funds. As to the 
I 

I statement by Mr. Shelton that Ms. Schneider “led me to believe” that contributions by “members 
I - 1  

I 

I 
I 
I 

I 

of her family” were actually provided by her father, that allegation is baseless and defamatory. 

As has been affirmed, all members of the immediate family of the candidate gave voluntarily 

from their own personal fbnds? In addition, Harold Schneider has declared that he did not give 

any relative one cent more (or less) than he has regularly done, with “no strings attached,” (and 

I 

I 
I 

- I  
I 

I 
-1 as his late wife also regularly did on an annual basis).” See 2 U.S.C. 0 441f, 441a(f); see also 11 

C.F.R 0 110.4(b)(iii) & (iv). 
-’ 

5. During the couple of weeh prior to election day, Ms. Schneider received close to 
$lOO,OOO.OO in credit card donations. A review of the reports jiled fair to reflect the 
credit card processing fees which were charged to the campaign for each credit card 
donation processed. I would believe that the cost of such processing should be listed as 

~~ ~ 

l4 See Declarations of Shahla Arbabi, Apr. 8,2003; ElahC Mir-Djalai, Apr. 14,2003; Seth 
Schneider, Mar. 2 1,2003 (with respect to his own contributions and those of his then-minor,children, 
Katherine and Samuel Schneider); Jane Trainor, Mar. 21,2003; Joshua Trainor, Mar. 21 , 2003. See also 
Campaign contribution forms of Pierre Omidyar (not “Amador” as identified in the Shelton Aff), June 30, 
2002; Pamela Ken Omidyar, June 29,2002. The foregoing documents appear together as Exhibit J. See 
also H. Schneider Dec., Ex. B, supra note 1; Kalish Statements, Ex. I, supra note 13. 

obtain a statement from her, if deemed necessary or desirable. 
Is The candidate is not acquainted with Ms. Pearl. An effort will, however, be made to 

See Kalish Statement, S.  Schneider & Trainor Decs, Exs. I & J, supra notes 13 & 14. 
See H. Schneider Dec., Ex. B, supra note 1. 

l6 

17 
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an expense to the campaign. Ms. Schneider had two credit card processing companies, 
both of which would have charged her account fees for their services. 

Credit Card Processing Fees Itemized The 30-day post-general report has been 

amended to reflect deductions fiom the Schneider for Congress bank account payable to an entity 

called Merchant Bankcard. Due to late receipt of the November statement fiom SunTrust Bank 

this information was not known at the time the report was originally filed.’* This presumably 
1 

takes care of paragraph 5 of the Shelton Affidavit. 

. .  
. .  

I 

.-I!. :+ 
:a 

6. Ms. Schneider’s post-general and year-end reports do not list the approximately 
$80,000.00 she has loaned her campaign, nor do they indicate any repayment of the 
same. 

Loans Included. As Mi-. Shelton is undoubtedly well aware, the FEC pointed out 

the inadvertent omission of the loan information in the pre- and post-general report. In earlier 

reports, the loan was listed. As can be verified on the FEC website, Schneider for Congress duly 

filed amendments in response to the FEC requests to correct this error.’g 

7. Ms. Schneider has failed to list Swain Film & Video as a creditor. . . . 

Swain Film & Video Paid. As discussed earlier, Mr. Shelton deliberately 

violated the express directives of the candidate, among other ways by employing Tony Swain 

and his company to film a negative “attack ad.” This expense was for an activity destructive of 

the campaign and was by no means a legitimate Schneider for Congress expense; and worse, the 

resulting video was falsely labeled and distributed as approved by the candidate. Because of the 

See SunTrust statement, Dec. 11,2002, Ex. K. Although the Merchant Bankcard debits 18 

were dated Nov. 14, they did not appear on a statement until nearly a month later, which statement was 
received late. 

FEC to Schneider for Congress on the FEC website and then adopted the FEC requests as his own 
“complaints.” In any event, the committee apologizes for the mistake and points out that the loan 
information did appear in prior reports and has been “cloned” to subsequent reports; the error has been 
corrected. 

l9 In this regard, it seems likely that Mr. Shelton consulted the correspondence fkom the 

10 
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legal doctrine of "apparent authority," however, Schneider for Congress paid. Mr. Swain and 
' 

obtained a release (prior to receipt of the Shelton Complaint).20 This expense. was reported in the 
. .  

April 2003 committee report to the FEC. Further, it is now claimed against Mr. Shelton. 

8. MS. Schneider has failed to list as a debt payments due the United States Government for 
employer FICA and Medicare contributions due on beharfof her employee, Misty 
Smeltzer. . . . Ms. Smeltzer has filed complaints with the I.R.S. as well as the State of . 
Florida Department of Revenue. 

No Debt to or on Behalf of Misty Smeltzer. Mr. Shelton asserts that Misty 

Smeltzer has filed complaints with the Internal Revenue Service and the Florida Department of 

Revenue, alleging that Schneider for Congress improperly failed to withhold fkom payments to 

her and to make employer contributions on her behalf. The committee has received no 

notification fkom either govemment body and would, in any event, refitte the accusation. 

Accordingly, the committee does not believe there is any reporting obligation for an unknown 

and non-existent debt. 

9. Despite the fact that her campaign accounl was bankrupt and many creditors had not 
been paid, it appears that Ms. Schneider purchased and paid for a large screen television 
. . . from campaign funds. . . . 

Television for Election Night Tracking. With regard to the allegation about the 

television, Schneider for Congress is not bankrupt. 

The campaign scheduled its election night party at the Sarasota Classic Car 

Museum. In order to track election night results, after investigating the committee 
elected to purchase a television with a direct tv satellite antenna since the museum was not wired 

for cab1 e. The television is being held, along with other campaign equipment, pending decision 

on a new campaign or for proper and legal disposition. 

See letter fkom Richard A. Ulrich, counsel for Hack Swain Productions, Inc., to Susan 

See Declaration of Virginia Hoffman, Apr. 9,2003, Exhibit M. 

20 

Chapman, Schneider campaign counsel, Mar. 7,2003, Exhibit L. 
21 
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10. Ms. Schneider fails to mention in her reports the $8,032.09 she owes Michael 
Shelton. On October 30, 2002, Mr. Shelton advanced the sum of $8,032.09 to cover 
the cost of a political mailing which was scheduled to be mailed on llursday, 
October 31, 2002. m e  advance was necessary due to the incapacity of the treasurer 
who was recoveringfrom surgery as well the late date in the campaign. . . . 

Claimed Shelton Debt for Prohibited Activitv. The $8,032.09 claimed by Mr. 

Shelton has been reported to the FEC as a “disputed” debt in the Schneider for Congress 30-day 

post-general report, along with a memorandum explaining that the committee disputes this claim 

in fill. The amount represents an unauthorized expenditure by Mr. Shelton, paid by his credit 

card or personal check, for printing of the Social Security mailer undermining the positions of 

the candidate and falsely touting her approval.22 With respect to Mr. Shelton’s suggestion that 

he paid for this mailer himself so that it could be sent out immediately instead of properly . 

seeking a campaign check,23 the campaign Treasurer, Mr. Johnson was incapacitated for one day, 

during which time an alternative procedure was available -- but that would have required 

obtaining a‘ check fkom the Assistant Treasurer, the candidate’s father, who would have alerted 

her to this clandestine attempt to undermine her p0sitions.2~ 

For discussion, see letter from Jan Schneider to Michael J. Shelton, Nov. 11 , 2002; letter 

It now appears that Mr. Shelton made a regular practice of paying thousands of dollars of 

22 

from Mr. Shelton to Ms. Schneider, Nov. 19,2002, Exhibit N. 

campaign debts personally and seeking reimbursement. In light of Mr. Shelton’s current intransigence 
concerning campaign records, this has created FEC reporting problems. Mr. Shelton prepared FEC 
reports reflecting disbursements to himself and others without including the requisite memoranda 
indicating original vendors. In response to FEC requests for amendments, the candidate and Treasurer 
have been able to supply the missing information for other recipients of reimbursements; they have, 
however, been unable to do so with regard to some reimbursements to Mr. Shelton, who was far and away 
the largest recipient of such payments. This problem is duly memorialized in the amended FEC reports. 

wrote several Schneider for Congress checks the very next day, including nos. 26 1-265, all dated Nov. 1 , 
2002. 

23 

24 See Johnson & H. Schneider Decs., Exs. A & By supra note 1. Indeed, Mr. Johnson 
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11. It appears that Ms. Schneider continued to spend money for unbudgeted campaign items 
after November I ,  2002 in which there were not sufjicient campaign funds available to 
pay for the already incurred debts. These expenses were not budgeted, nor approved by 
Mr. Shelton prior to his leaving the campaign on November I ,  2002. 

Otber Expenditures, Including Unauthorized Commitments, Paid. Schneider 

for Congress has at all times been solvent and paid its debts. Indeed, the committee has also 

disbursed amounts for the unauthorized commitments by Mr. Shelton and others. 

Further, we also note that applicable federal election iaws do got prohibit 

disbursements where the debts of the ,committee exceed the committee’s cash on hand, 

particularly where, as here, the debt is all in the form of personal hnds of the candidate. 

With respect to the specific items identified by Mr. Shelton in paragraph 11 of his 

affidavit, it is incorrect for him to state that none of these expenses were budgeted or approved 

by Mr. Shelt~n.*~ In fact, Mr. Shelton himself was responsible for most of them -- in some 

instances contrary to the express directives of the candidate: 

(a) Mr. Shelton arranged for and obtained a campaign check to pay the 

$4,113.75 for the forged ad in the Bradenton Herald. The newspaper’s invoice is marked “Attn. 

Michael Shelton,” and the campaign copy contains an annotation authorizing payment in Mr. ’ . 

Shelton’s own handwriting, “OK - MS”;26 

(b) The payment by wire transfer of $12,000 to JL Media, Inc. is still being 

investigated, and Ms. Schneider may be. adding complaints in this regard. For present purposes, 

however, it should suffice that this disbursement, apparently for some kind of advertising, was 

duly included in the 30-day post-general report.. 

25 Furthermore, Mr. Shelton was not given authority or the responsibilit); to control the 
expenditures of the committee. This allegation is an example of Mr. Shelton’s belief that his authority 
outweighed that of the candidate. 

See Bradenton Herald advertising invoice, in Ex; E supra note 5.  26 

13 
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(c) The Page Mailing Services, Inc. invoice for $4,778.00, believed to be for 
. .  - - -./ 

processing and mailing of the unauthorized Social Security mailer, also bears Mr. Shelton’s own 

handwritten annotation “OK - MS”;27 

-(d) With respect to Target Graphics, Mr. Shelton appears to have transposed 

digits, since the only payment on November 1 , 2002 was for $1,209.10 not $2,019.20. It too was 

authorized by Mr. Shelton, with his same handwritten “OK - MS.” Ms. Schneider would like to 

h o w  what this was for, and in particular, whether it covered any activities vetoed by the 

candidate. No contract, invoice or other indication of this debt can be found -- except for a short, 

typed note by Mr. Shelton stating in full: “Target Graphics - Printing - $1,209. lo” with the 

aforesaid “OK - MS” handwritten annotation added.28 
I 

I /  

i 
I (e) As already indicated, the Xpedite expense, although for “robocalls” for the 

campaign, was incurred in the name of Quantum Strategies. There was no contract directly with I 

I 
. i  I 

I 
‘ _  

\. .- .... ._ 

the campaign and no authorization in accordance with established Schneider for Congress 

procedures. 29 

The apparent conviction by Mr. Shelton that his authority outweighed that of the 

candidate -- even after he was dismissed fkom the campaign -- is surprising. It highlights his 
misunderstanding and flouting of the FECA and its regulations. See 2 U.S.C. 9 441h. What is of 

most immediate relevance, however, is that each of the vendors mentioned by Mr. Shelton was 

paid and the disbursements duly reported in Schneider for Congress FEC filings (the first four in 

the 30-day post-general and the last in the April 2003 quarterly report). 

12. Upon information and beliex Ms. Schneider has failed to list a debt of approximately 
$2,500.00 due and payable to Election Mouse, the web site hosting company for the 
campaign. Upon his leaving the campaign on November I ,  2002 and after a payment of 
$2,500.00 on October 28, 2002, Election Mouse was still owed approximately $2, 500.00. 

27 See Page Mailing Services, Inc. Invoice, November 1,2002, Exhibit 0. 

See Mr. Shelton’s undated, typed note marked “OK - MS “ with respect to Schneider for 

See note 9 supra. 

28 

Congress check #264, Exhibit P. 
29 
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Election Mouse Paid. Ms. Schneider and the Schneider for Congress Treasurer 

were unaware of any outstanding balance due to Election Mouse. When Brian Reich 

communicated with Ms. Schneider in this regard, Election Mouse was paid $2,900 on January 

27,2003, as was itemized in the amended 30-day post-general report by the committee. 

13. It appears that numerous reimbursements to campaign stag were not properly reported, 
in that the reimbursements, due to the amountspaid to each individual, were not itemized 
as required by FEC regulations. 

Reimbursement Memos Supplied. Prior to his dismissal fi-om the campaign on 

November 1,2002, Mr. Shelton undertook to prepare Schneider for Congress FEC reports. It is 

true that, in reports he prepared, disbursements to campaign workers were improperly recorded, 

in that requisite memoranda showing original vendors were omitted. Upon being notified by the 

FEC of the problem, the committee rectified it almost totally. The few remaining unidentified 

disbursements pertain to reimbursements to Mr. Shelton himself, for which hrther 

documentation is required -- and as to which, despite repeated demands, he has failed and 

rehsed to cooperate (and may even have destroyed  record^).^' See 2 U.S.C. 0 432 (c) & (i); see 

also 11 C.F.R. $5 102.9(d), 104.7. 

14. Ms. Schneider has listed "1 0,000.00 miscellaneous debts (not yet billed)" on her'post- 
general and year-end reports. . . .. It is my opinion that Ms. Schneider has intentionally 
omitted the questioned debts i n .  an. effbrt to conceal the true state of her campaign 
jinances from her supporters. 

Miscellaneous Debts Resolved. Because of the production and dissemination of 

unauthorized, subversive materials, Schneider for Congress has received quite a few 

unanticipated notifications of claims of debts owed. A good faith attempt was made to anticipate 

further unpleasant surprises, which estimate unfortunately proved to be on the low side. See 2 

30 See Hoffman Dec., Ex. M, note 21 supra. Again, Mr. Shelton has apparently consulted 
the FEC website for requests to the committee and then adopted them as his own, despite his role in 
creating the errors in the first place. Mr. Shelton also, in Ms. Schneider's view, wasted a great deal of 
money. For example, he rented a computer system less two weeks before the general election fiom 
Uptech Inc. for $1,527.40. This expense was not authorized as part of the agreement with Mr. McIntosh, 
and equivalent equipment could have been purchased for less. In any event, Ms. Schneider could have 
loaned the campaign another suitable computer. 

' 002.999623.1 
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U.S.C. 0 432 (c) & (i); see also 11 C.F.R. $8 102.9(d), 104.7. Contrary to the assertion by Mr. 

Shelton, however, the payments to the Bradenton Herald, JL Media, Page Mailing and Target . 

Graphics were included in the Schneider for Congress 30-day post-general report, and the 

disputed debt claimed by Mr. Shelton is also listed in that and subsequent filings (and/or 

amendments theret~).~’ The payments to Swain Finn and Video and ElectionMouse were duly 

listed in the April 2003 quarterly 

Schneider for Congress has gone to extraordinary lengths to report receipts, 

disbursements and debts accurately -- especially when faced with the intransigence of Mr. 

Shelton and his unfounded demand for $6,000.00 to return financial and other campaign records. 

At this time, the committee is pleased to inform the FEC that, so far as is known, all outstanding 

claims have been paid (or settled), except the disputed claim by Mr. Shelton dealt with in item 

#10 above, the asserted and apparently withdrawn claim by Ms. Hall discussed in # 2, and the 

unknown claim by Ms. Smeltzer refbted in # 8. This situation is duly reflected in the April 2003 

quarterly report, leaving all of the remaining outstanding debt due to the candidate herself for 
J 

I 

I loans fi-om her personal funds. 
I I 

/’ 

c3 
C+ :Ei 1. MUR #5350: FALSE ALLEGATIONS OF DISCREPANCIES” 
id 
‘f a+ 

:d 
a The complaint by James E. Memtt in MUR #5354 appears to have been prepared 
-I 

as a “front” for Mr. Shelton. More importantly, the campaign has no record of Mr. Memtt 

having served as a volunteer (other than to attend certain parties), and the Memtt affidavit does 

not purport to be based on personal knowledge, but rather hearsay attributed to Ms. S m e l t ~ e r . ~ ~  

13 
f2 
a 3  a& 

a - 
:d 

7 d  

3 

IC;! 

All that aside, the fact is that the Memtt Affidavit claims were resolved. Mr. 
rl 
&j Memtt appears to have looked, if at anything, only at the summary pages of the amended reports 

of which he complains. Ms. Schneider herself alerted the FEC to the discrepancy in the totals 

See $5 11, 10, supra. 

See $5 7, 12 supra. 

See Declaration of Ardis E. Boch, Volunteer Coordinator, Schneider for Congress, 

31 

32 

33 

Apr. 1,2003, Exhibit 0. 

002.999623.1 
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months earlier. This defect in cumulation by the FEC software of totals --' caused by the refusal 

of Mr. Shelton to turn over copies of the electronic versions of filings he prepared for Schneider 

' 

for Congress -- was finally solved after repeated consultations between Ms. Schneider and FEC 

analysis and technical support stafc and the filings in question have been duly amended.34 

CONCLUSION 

These complaints, Ms. Schneider respectfilly submits, are baseless and should be 

summarily dismissed. 

' . Respectfully submitted, 

. .  Robert A. Burka - 
Irwin P. Raij 
Foley & Lardner 
3000 K Street, N.W., Suite 500 
Washington, D.C. 20007-5 109 
Tel: (202) 672-5345 

Email: rburkaafole ylaw . com 
Fax: (202) 672-5399 

iraii @folevlaw.com 

COUNSEL FOR JAN SCHNEIDER and 
SCHNEIDER FOR CONGRESS 

34 See note 2 supra. One remaining, relatively minor problem in this regard relates to credit 
card contibutions charged on October 16,2002, the last day of the period for the 12-day pre-general 
report. Mr. Shelton apparently included some but not all such credit card receipts in the 12-day pre- 
general report he prepared. Without his cooperation, it seems impossible to discern what criteria he may 
have used (e.g., did he consider a receipt as falling in the next reporting period if it was charged on Oct. 
16 but not approved until Oct. 17 or later?). Accordingly, Schneider for Congress has included all such 
October 16/17 or both receipts not covered in the total for the 12-day pre-general in the subsequent 30- 
day post-general report. The Committee will gladly amend these filings, if necessary, upon receipt from 
Mr. Shelton of the essential information. 

. 

37 
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Verification 

I certify that the factual statements in the foregoing Answer to MUR #5350 & 
#5354 are true and correct to the best of my knowledge, information and belief 

Subscribed and sworn to before 1 4th day of April 14,2003 .. 

- -  
My commission expires: , . .  

18 
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Carroll E Johnson 
2077 Gulf of Mexico Drive 
Longboat Key, FL 34228 

March 28,2003 

Memo: Federal Elections Commission 

From: Carroll F. Johnson 
Treasurer, Schneider for Congress Campaign, Feb. 1,2002- Dec. 5,2003 

These statements are made with regard to my role in the Schneider for Congress Campaign. 

1. I was treasurer for the campaign from the beginning, about Feb. 1,2002 until my resignation as 
treasurer 011 Dec. 5,2002. I resigned because I had long planned a trip to Australia and New 
Zealand which would take me out of the country during most of December.' 

2. My role consisted of receiving funds, depositing them in the Sun Trust Bank, and writing 
checks as approved, initially by Jan Schneider, and later, primarily, by Michael Shelton, finance 
Chairman. 

According to my understanding, all checks were to be received by the finance chair, who had the 
key to the P. 0. box, and who would make 2 duplicate copies of each check, one for his files and 
one copy fbr me, then give the checks to me for deposit. 

3. Checks were to be written by me, only upon presentation to me of bills approved, in the 
beginning, by Jan Schneider, and later by Michael Shelton, or sometimes by Jan Schneider. 
Usually, checks were to be given by me to the finance chairman for proper payment 

4. I was out of the state 6 times between Feb. 1 and Dec. 5,2.@02. I had a carotid artery operation 
On Oct. 29,2002.1 was in the hospital overnight. I had written a dozen checks on Oct. 28. On Oct 
29, Harold Schneider, the assistant treasurer, wrote one check. On Nov. 1 , I  wrote 5 checks. 
During the 6 times I was out of the state the assistant treasurer was authorized to, and did write 
checks to pay bills. At all other times, I was available fir  payment of whatever bills were 
authorized for payment. 

5 .  Since I am not skilled in electronic reporting, the first report to F. E. C. was prepared by Jan 
were prepared by Michael Shelton. Subsequent to 

prepared by Jan Schneider 
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. .  

Dennis J- Pleivs . 

Attorney at Law 

February 20,2003 

Finkelstein and White, P.A. . 
27 Fletcher Avenue 

. .  
sarasota, FL 34237 

E: Michael Shelton 
. .  

DearMnPlews: . , , 

:. 
P. 82 

This will confirm our telephone conversation of February 19,2003. 

In that conversation, I told you that if Misty Smeltzer did not retrieve the vacuum cleaner 
cm Mr- Shelton's behalf, it is missing. As I understand it, both the vacum cleaner and the table 
were used. Ms. Sdmeider has indicated that she will reimburse Mr. Shelton for the value of 
these items. Please provide me with infomzt:lon on the model, pwchase price, age, and 
condition of these two itens, so we can offer a fair reimbursement 

Mr. SheStan continues to hold campaign records that are the .property of Ms. Schneider's 
campaign. Mr. Shelton input donor records, finance records, and expenditure remrds on his 
computer. These recards are essential for accurate campaign reporting to the Federal Elections 
~ o d s i o n .  Mr. Shelton i s  fully aware of the nature of the records, since he completed some of 
the reports made to the F.E.C. These records are the propi- recurds of the Jan Sdhneider 
campaign; There is no law that gives Mr. Shelton a claim or lien on these records. It i s  
important that Mr. Shelton release these records to Ms. Schneider or to her campign @ a r e ? ,  
Carroll Johnson. Please consider this our last formal demand for these campaign records be€m 
the appropriate authorities are notified. Mr. Sheltan needs to redurn these records to my office or 
to Mr. Johnson within seven days. 

with Tegard to your complaint that J O ~ O ~  rquestexi these records ofMr .  
SheIton and that this is a legal ethics vbiation, I respond that Mr. Johnson is the Schneider 

' 

campaign.tmasum who is directly responsible for the financial reporting of the campaign. He is 
entitled to request campaign records f k m  a fonner campaign employee. . .  

. 

. I  
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Deanis J. Plews, Esq. 
Febnmy 30,2003 
page2 

0 

Mr. Shebn has demanded more than $8,000 in payments fiTom h& Schrreider for 
expenditures he dahs he made QIh behalf of MS. Schneidm's Campaign. MS. schneider did not 
a u h h  or approve these expe~ditms. Howcuer, to resoIve this dispute Ms. Schneider will 
pay Mr. Sklton S3,SOO to putthis matter behind k. This offi  is OoIlditiOIIdd on Mr. Sklton's 
retdng all campdgn mrds in d 1 e  form to Ms. Schaeida. The of%r will remain open for 
fbity-tight hours. 

Ms. Schneidez has not defhmcd Mi. SheIton. Your 1- addresses no q d f i c  claims. 
As a result, I cannot address 6 s  issue in any d d .  

I look forward to heariag from you It is in the interests of both parti- ta resob these 
issues. In the event Mr. Sheltonrtjects this propad, I suggest we proccad b mediation with 0 
Florida supreme courtc€?xtifiednrediatar. 

. .  siacerely, 
.. . 

. . . .  . .  . 

Susanchapman 
' Attorneyattaw 

W c y  
CC: Jab Schneider 



4Burka, Robert A. e 
From: 
Sent: 
To: 
cc: 
Subject: 

Burka, Robert A. 
Thursdav. ADril 10,2003 1 :40 PM 
'dennis 
M ichaelJS helton 
RE: Your Recent Telephone Call to me. 

This is not responsive to my enquiry, which relates to having access to data and 
records necessary for my clients to defend themselves against charges made by your cl.ient. 
As things now stand, Mr. Shelton has made claims that I unaerstand to'be baseless, but 
with resDect to some portions we cannot fully,demonstrate their lack of merit without ~~ 

access tb  records that Mr. Shelton is withholding. 
In short, Mr. Shelton has made claims to the Federal Election Commission and is now 

withholding data to defeat my client's ability to defend herself. 

I take your E-mail to be a continued refusal to provide those data and records, and 
I will act accordingly. 

One further point. I represent Ms. Schneider and he 
matter. Mr. Shelton tells me that he filed his complaint 
counsel and that you represent him before the' FEC. Could. 
the attorney who filed Mr. Shelton's FEC complaint and, if 
could you please confirm that you represent Mr. Shelton be 
you please tell me where on the papers that Mr. Shelton fi 
identified? And if you do not represent Mr. Shelton befor 

r committee only in 
with the, Commission 
you please tell me i 
not, then who did? 
fore the FEC? If so 
led with the FEC you 
.e the FEC, .then does 

if so, who? 

----- Original Messaqe----- 
Sent: Thursday, April 10, 2003 ,1:29 PM 
To: rburka. 
Cc: MichaelJShelton 
Subject: Your Recent Telephone Call to me. 

. From: Dennis Plews 

April 10, 2003 
Mr. Burka: 

I am aware of the probable reason for your call to me. 
subjected to a similar demand from attorney Susan Chapman, my response to 
her will, I believe, be responsive to your,presumed purpose. In salient 
part, t is as follows: 

As I have been 

. -  "Concerning the so-called FEC records, you make.interesting assertions 
concerning owne'rship and have information concerning Mr. Carroll's. 
position with the Schneider campaign that is. inconsistent with what is 
known to be true. ' As to the ownership of the data that may still be . , 

contained in my client's personal computer, Mr. Carroll provided the data 
from paper records and presumably he or some other campaign member such 
as your client or her father should still be possessed thereof. Anything 
in my client's computer was entered by him and'would therefore appear to 
be his work product. As your claim of ownership is unsupported by any 
citations of authority, I am unable to agree that the data is anything 
other than the product of my client's labors. Would you be so kind as to 
.provide me with copies of the legal authorities upon which you base your 
ownership assertion so that I might review same and reach my own legal . 

opinion on this issue in the light thereof? Alteratively, your client 
can purchase those records from my client by paying him for the time it 
took him to compile them, some 2 4  hours, at his customary billable rate 
of $250.00 per hour'' 

' 

he FEC 
hrough 
you are 
Further, 
then could 
are 
anyone and, 

1 



. -  . .  . 

If this is not responsive e your intended inquiry, I 
8 Dresumption and inbite your message by return, elmail. If, my presumption 

p. is correct, then I look forward to your response and being enlightened 
thereby concerning the legal authorities that support Ms. Schneider’s 
claim. 

Sincerely, 
Dennis J. Plews 

i 
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15-40 A400-BRADENTON H E R A L D ( 8 . - p p l i c a t i o n m t i l i t i e s m e l m /  14/03 
INQUIRE 
Repor t ing  
Name 
Address 1 
Address 2 
Address 3 
C i t y  
Z i p  Code 

ACCOUNT 
Name JAN SCHNEIDER-PO 
JAN SCHNEIDER FOR CONGRESS 
ATTN:POLITICAL ADVERTISES 
P.O. BOX 57 
**POLITICAL PREPAID ADV ONLY** 
SARASOTA S t a t e  
34230 Date Open 08/26/02 

1.11A 
Account Number 
CorporateIAgency 
B i l l i n g  Account . 
Parent Account 
I n d i c a t o r  A d v e r t i s i n g  Type p0 

Advertiser-Code 
S t a t u s  I D i v i s i o n  - 40 

- Contact  MIKE SHELTON .-. 
Rep 1 53 Date Assigned 08/26/02 Rep 2 - Text Account 

*,,,___,-----,- ’ B 1 L L 1 N G 1 N F 0 R M A T  1 0  N - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - *  
Aging Cycle MO P r i n t  I n v o i c e  Y Tax Code - FLTX B i l l  S o r t  E 
6 1 l l i n Q  Cycle P r i n t  Statement f D e l i v e r y  Code M .  P r i n t  Adj  

L . -  ’ Type o f  R i l l  P r i n t  M a i l e r  N # 

*,-,_,,--,, C R E D I T  I N F O R M A  
C r e d i t  Aging 03  Finance Chg Code NO 

N . j  L i m i t  . O O  Terms Over r ide  & 

. .  I 

! 
. .  

I 
I . D iscount  Terms 30 C r e d i t  S t a t u s  - 

Pay Date Method & C r e d i t  Rep - 
I ADV DFLT NXT SCRN 

of Statements 1 Adv Addr-Stmt 1 
T 1 0  N - - - - - - - - - *  * - - -  NATIONAL - - - *  

- Auto Apply Mode Rep 1 
N Commission 1 . O O  R o l l  H i s t o r y  - 

Auto Bad Debt N Rep 2 - 
C o l l e c t o r  Code - Commission 2 . O O  

PRINT MAIN MNU HELP PREVIOUS 

- .% 



15-40 A400 -BRADENTON HERALD( 8 . ~ p p l i c a t i o n ~ t i l i t i e s ~ e l ~ /  14 /03 
LIST TRANSACTIONS FOR ACCOUNT 3.31 

1 

Terms S t a t u s  Acc t  Balance 
Name JAN SCHNEIDER-PO 30 I .oo 

T ransac t i on  ## Type Date Perd Or ig  Date Rep RC Pb Prod D i s t  #Run mount 
Tag Line C o l  U n i t  Size  Rate Sec LOC Pg Trm 

Z13510001 01 11/03/02 10 /02  53 BH ROPS FULL 2,404.75 

' 2,404.75 
POLITICAL 5.00 I N  15.0000 

NET OF INVOICE 

*** BALANCE OF INVOICE .oo  

33.1300 LOCA 

0116930024 06 11/05/02 CASH-RECEIPT COMMENTS:CK#262 2,404.75 - 

Z13510201 01 11/04/02 11 /02  53 BH ROPD FULL 2,036.25 
POLITICAL . 5.00 I N  15.0000 27.1500 LOCA 

2ND AD DISCOUNT 407.25 - 

01 171701 07 11 11/05/02 APPL. CASH FROM 0116930025 11 /05 /02  1,629.00- 
NET OF INVOICE 1,629.00 

***  BALANCE OF INVOICE .oo 

END OF LIST 

I 

I 

PRINT MAIN MNU HELP PREVIOUS 
#81000 
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Most bug repellents useless, experts say 

on rise 
at home 
More families are 
talking in their. 
native language 
when at home 

RON WORD 
Associated Press 

When Michael Perez is a 
work or with friends the Za 
year-old Miami bank telle 
speaks mostly Engllsh. But a 
home. where he Uves with hi 

. Cuban-born parents. he ant 
h i s  f a m i l y  s p e a k  onl!  
Spanish. 
They are not alone. Accord 

ing to the US Census tht 
number of Florida familie1 
that speak only Spanish ai 
home Jumped Bom 11.5 'per 
cent to 15.7 percent during tht 
1990s. while the number 01 
Florida families that s p e d  
only English at home dmppea 
f r o m  81 .2  p e r c e n t  t o  
76.2 percent. 

Much of this  change is 
c a u s e d  by  o n e  c o u n t y  
hliarni-Dade. where Cuban! 
Americans are the dominant 
ethnic group. The county's 
percentage of Spanish-only 
households grew dramatical- 
ly during the '90s. while the 
percentage of English-only 
households plummeted. 

. 

' 

In ux)o. ac- ON WE c o r d i n g  to 
Census fig- 

'NET ures. 59.2 per- 
c e n t  o f  

W U.S. Miami-Dade 
Censw house ho Id s 
Bureau: spoke only 
www.census. Span i sh  a t  

home. com- 

c e n t a g i  of 
English-only households fell 
from 43.2 p e r c e n t  t o  
31.1 Dement. 

P&z said it's possfble to 
live and function in Miami- 
Dade Count); while speaking 
only Snanish. 

.*On; good- thing is that ii 
really keeps mv Spanish 
sharp. That's im&tant. es. 
pcially in Miami." he said. 
He said his parents' English 

is quite limited. 
"hlost gf the time. if you 

speak English at my house 
they are not go& to under: 
stand you."Perezsaid. "When 
I speak English at home it's 
when I'm speaking on the 
phone. and I don't want then 
to know what I'm talkinl 
about." 

While Perez speaks Span 
ish. he doesn't read it. 

"I haveno interest." hesaid 
A just-released survey con 

ducted by the AOL Time 
Warner Foundation and Peo 
ple EN Espanol found that 
Hlspanics contlnue to em. 
brace their own Parnilles 
heritage and identity asthey 
become an increasing force in 
American life. 
The survey. conducted by 

the Cheskin Group q u e s  
tioned.' 6.000 responde& na- 

. tionwide and has a margin of 
error of2.2 percentage points 

Oneof the findings was the; 
69 percent of Hispanics speak 
Spanish at home and 62 per- 
cent %id they prefer speaking 
Spanish to Engllsh. 

.Rural countles in north 
Florida and the Panhandle 
had the hlghest Mnxntage of 
Emhh+nJy househol&, 

In Baker County j u t  west 
OfJacksonvuie 9~ ipementof 
the households ;poke 
I-\. . I  : .:. . .. .>,,*- . I  . .  . 

jm SCHNElDEK 

'November 1,2002 
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-Rural cou~%es- in norcf 
Florida and the Panhandlf 
had the highest percentage of 
English-only households. 

In Baker County. just west 
ofJacksonville.96.2 percent of 
the households spoke only 
English in 'OOO. the highest 
percentage in the state. That 
compared nCh95.5 percent in 
I 990. 

Florida's Census figures el- 
so show that the percentageof 

' Asian-American households 
speaking only their native 

. language increased h m  0.8 
percent in 1990 to 1.2 percent 
in 2OOO. 

Okaloosa and Alachua 
counties had the highest per. 
crnraye of households speak- 
ing an Asian language. In 
2m. 3.; percent of the resi- 
dents in OkaloOSa County 
speak an Asian language Only. 
compared with 3.2 percent in 
1990. Alachua CoUnty had 3.16 
percent  of its residents .  
speaking only an Asla" 19n- 
guage. compared with 
percent in :%IO. 

.i 'p 
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MONDAY. NOVEMBER 4, 200 wn.w.bradent,,n.com THE liER.4Li> i 9s 

R h n d l e  church rally suflorts gay adoption ban CAMPAIGN 
CAlENDAR 
Toda . Jan Schneider. U.S. House 
of Representatlves District 13 
Democratic candidate, will 
attend the Triangle Caucus 
meeting at 8 p.m. In 
Metropolitan Communlty 
Church.on North Lockwood 
pldge Road. Sarasota. The film 

' Unprecedented' will be shown. 
For infdrmation. call Schneider 
headquarters at 3SE7770. 

Katherine Harris. U.S. 
House of Representatlves 
District 13 Republican 
candidate. and numerous 
firefighters and volunteers will 
stand at various intersectlons 
waving campaign signs today 
and Tuesday. If you are 
interested in participating. 
contact Harlley Etheridge. the 
campalgn's volunteer 
coordinator, at 3657475. . 

Rldder Newspapers. 
Republicans and Democrats 

have. for the most part. taken 
opposite sides on the issue. 
While m a t  Republicans have 
opposed the amendments 
claiming they don't belong in 
the constitution. will drive up 
costs a id  will Ruther exas- 
perate the state's shortage of 
quality teachers. -Democrats 
say the amendments force t' 
legislature to deal with ISSU 
t h e t r  cons t t t uen t s  ta l  
seriously. 

Some Republican cand 
dates agree that if voters a 
prove theschool&endmm 
a tax hike will be necessary. 

lican candidate for Florid 
Senate.District 21 has sal 
charter schoal~ 'Ani vouchex 
would empower parents to pi 
their chlldren In alttirnativ 
schools. thewore decreasin 
class Sizes' in public school! 
Similar to other conservativ 
candidates. he likes the inten 
of the amendment but doesn' 
want it in the cmstitution. 

But- liberal candidates iI 
Manatee County say citizen 
Want'Smaller class sizes an1 
pre-klndergarten educatiol 
and the amendments woulc 
force the legislature to go tha 
mute. And they believe mos 
citizens are willing to foot thc 
bill. 

Democrats point to thc 
voter-appmved halfcent sale! 
tax increase for 15 years fo~  
buildirre new schools and ren 
ovatiG exfsting ones. Mma. 

Rep. Mike Bennett. Rep111 

Along with the aforemen- 
tioned amendments. below is a 
bAef .'synopsis of *e. other 
e i g h t h  the ballot. . e e n - m t  1 4 7 i 4  words 
desp!$ am-word limit - 
s t k n g t h h s  .Florida's death 
p6nhlf9' and 'allows for the 
state-to execute convicted 
murderers as  young as 16 
sewnteen years OM stands a i  
the current limit. 

Amendment 2 requires the 
Lig ls la tm to spell out the 
caist to the public of a consti- 
tutiohal amendment. For ex- 
~ p l e ' ;  the class size amend- 
ment ,would have to explain 
the potential costs of shrink- 
ing classroom sizes. 

0Amendment 3 authorizes 
changes to the Miami-Dade 
County Home Rule Charter 
tlyough a public referendum. 

m Amendment 4 strengthens" 
the  Government - in- the-  
Sunihine Law by repuirhg a 
Methirds vote &iii*the'*.' 
is la tue to approve .exem& 
tions to public access and 
records. 

mAmendment 6 prohibits 
smoking in enclosed work- 
places. except for private 
homes, tobacco shops and 
d a i e n a w  smoking moms of 
hotels. Restaurants currently 
are allowed to designate 35, 
Percent of their seating for 
smoking. but  no t ' i f  the  . ... ... .?.. ... - ._ 

I 



cmmxiie. silo nu:lir'rwus 
firefighters and volunteers will 
stand at varlous Intersections 
waving campaign signs today 
and Tuesday. If you are 
interested in participating. 
contact Hartley Etheridge. the 
campaign's volunteer 
coordinator. at 3657475. 

Frank BrOr 
and GeorE' 
supporter? 

YlMl 

of Karl Waldon. charged with 
15 federal crimes. including 
the slaying of a Jacksonville 
store owner. U.S. Dlstrict 
Court. 300 W. Monroe. 

WrnPALMBWcn- 10 

' 
8 MUMI - 8 a.m.. Former 

Vice President AI Gore 
campaigns for Bill McBride at 
a breakfast. Miami Executive 
Aviation. Opelocka Airport, 
.C__I  I 

8 p ,- 11 a.m.. Former 
brtsoner ahd Cuban dissident 
Dr. Oscar'Ellas Blscet gives 
news briefing via conference 
call from. Havana, Cuba. 
Cuban Ubertv Council. 7 f 1 ~  Ridder Newspapers, 

Republicans and Democrats 
have for the most part taken 
opposlte sides on the'issue 
While most Republicans have 
opposed the amendments 
claiming they don't belong in 
the constitution. wfU drive up 
costs and will further exas- 
perate the state's shonage of 
quality teachers, Democrats 
MY the amendments fwce the 
leWature to deal with issuc 
t h e i r  cons t i t uen r s  rak 
seriously. 

~ ~ - -  ----. . -- 
AJWI N.W. 42nd Ave. a.m.. Democratic S.W. 27th Ave. 

8 W - 9 a.m.. gubernatorial nominee Bill 
Gov. Jeb Bush, Lt. Gov. Frank McBridejoins Jimmy Buffett Democratic gubernatorial 
Brogan. Columba Bush ana and Sen. Bob Graham and . nominee Bill McBride jolns 
George P. Bush attend rally. Sen. Bill Nelson for a concert Jimmy BMett for a concert 

and rally. Joe Chillura Park; Pensacola Avlation Center: and rally. Palm Beach 
4145 Jew Maygarden Road. fntemational Airport. Galaxy Corner of Pierce and Kennedy 

the Rev. Jesse Jackson and 8 IAcK#)IyvNLE - 11 a.m.. 12:30 p.m.. U.S. Reps. Peter 

8 TAAlpA - Noon, 

8 - 9 a.m Aviation. 3800 Southern Blvd. 8 rnw- - 
Rep. C h l e  BrOWn GOV. Jeb Bush. Lt. GOV. Frank n p t r t - h  rnd AI--- "---%--- 

. A  

precikt. : 
No. 507, ': 
Elementa ' 
66th S. 

m w m  

ttt tor a concert dgns wi:;. 
ana rally..Orlando Executive Okeechol 

-~ . . -----.I - # # Y  m l * c c  nmsrings. Airport; h a l t e r  Flying Beach 12 
r 

Some Republican candi 
dates agree that if voters a1 e prove theschoolamendment! 
a tax hlke will  be necessary. 

Rep Mike Bennett Repul 
lican 'candidate for 'Florid 
Sene.? District 21. has sal 
char., : schools and vouehe! 
WOL' 'i anpower pyents  top^ 
theii .!ifldren in alternativc 
schoois. thehfore decreasing 

. class sizes in public SchoOLs 
Similar to other conservative 
candidates. he likes the inten! 
of the amendment but doesn't 
want it in the constitution. 

But fiberaf candidates in 
Manatee County say citizens 
want smaller class sizes and 
pre-kindergarten education 
and the amendments would 
force the legislature to go that 
route. And they believe most 
citizens'are ruing to foot the 
bill. 

' 

. .  
. .  .. . 

I 

: !  ...? 

, I ~ e u r  Fellow Floridian: 

Democrats point to  the 
' voter-approved halfeent sales 

tu increase for 15 years for 
building new schools and ren- 
ilvatifig existing ones. itlam. 

"If the people vote for these' 
programs they're saying 'We 
need better education' and 
we're willing to pay for It,' " 
sald C.J. Czaia. Democratic 
candidate for Florida Senate 
District 21. 

Along with the aforemen- 
tionedamendmcnts. belon 
brief synopsis of the 01 
eight on the ballot: 
l Amendment 1-714 wc 

despite a 75-word limIt 
strengthens Florida's de 
penalty and allows for 
state to execute convic 
murderers a s  young a s  
Seventeen years old stands 
thecurrent limit. 

m AmendmentZrequirist 
Legislature to spell out t 
cost to the public of a corn 
tutlonal amendment. For f 
amp\@. the class size amer 
ment would have to expla 
the mtential costs of shrir 

Amendment 3 authorh 
changes to the Miami-Da 
County Home Rule Chart 
through a public referendu 

8 Amendment 4 strengthe 
the  Governmen t - in - th  
Sunshine Law by requiru 
two-thirds vote from the & 
islature to approve exem 
tions to public access ar 
ECOrdS. 

8Amendment 6 pmhibi 
smoking in enclosed worl 
places. except for privai 
homes. tobacco shops an 
designated smoking moms I 
hotels. Restaurants cumntl 
are allowed to designate 2 
percent of their seating fc 
smoking. but  not  If t h  
amendment passes. 

=Amendment  7 allow 
propertv ta. breaks for pro1 
e m  owners when building a1 
addition onto a private hom 
for a parent or grandparen 
Over the age of 62. 

Amendment 10 limits th~ 
tight confinement of pregnan 
Pigs. 

' ing classroom sizes. 

mAmendment 11 m a t e s  a 
citizen panel to run the state 
university system. 

Senate  President  John 
Alck'ag, R-Bradenton. had 
proposed a n  amendment 
which would have Eiven a 
specid legislative panel *e 
power to eLiminate sales tax 
exemptions but an appeals 
cow knocked it off the Ne 
vember ballot. The JUdee eald 
the description of the ProDoSal : 
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Marilyn hawelt 

From: "lvl aril y n ha nueii' 
To: ' "Jan Schneider 
Sent: ' .  Friday. March 21. 2003 4:25 FM 
Subject: Afibavit 

M y  caledar shows a meeting was called for noon on Octobe!. 18 a! PAchael Sheiton's house or? Bird Key The 
. purpose of the meeting was to get Jan's agreement to Michael's budget proposal covering television. direct mail. 

and phone calls to target4 voters. 

Jan arrived late, having been delayed by a reporter at her house. hlichae!. Jan and I sal at Mic!iae!'s sni?ll kitChEtl: 
t.ai;le: tie had copies of his budget available for review. 

I? " .  . _- 

! 

i. 
M y  txst recollection is that Michael became impatient with i an  ( i?  ne? in ;*cords. then If! body language). wtw 

biggest bang for.our meager bucks. 
I seemed to be more interested in petting his dog than in listening to Michael's explanation of lion we could get the ': 

I 

I 

i 

Mikhaei emphasized to Jan how little time he had to tie down air and print tirne'and that be had ti;  have a i  m s w r  

best. and he should make t h e  decisizi; on \ A / h i c l i  rmclia io use. There Was ncr ad cdpv preser!tecf and no 
discussion of message cmtent. The on!y thing on the tabte was the chace of media; no! !!?e message. VVe 

I 

I 
irnrnedtately cn how the funds were to be allocated. Jan said she triistsd k1Ichaek iirdg!ner:t. h e  k r i w  

already knew those guidelines: Le..  no negative adveitismg. I 

Our opponerit had already raised $2.- n?ill:cri agatrisi ciif' SIL5.000-. iicedieks to say. WE were always short ~ t '  
! i m e y  and Michael would ask Jan for a contribirtior? when w e  had seriws financial problems. Jar! usually balked 
p!3ntii;g exit how nwch she had already put i n k  !he r.anipaipi. t have l io ri?coikc?ion of & i n  ever giving a "yes" 
mswer, nor did I ever see her hand over a check; 1 usually heard second-hand how iiruch she ha3 contributed. 
trom her own funds. The need for money from Jan diminished on October 24. 20C2, when !he MoveC)n PAC 
o~~oi?ioteci tier candidacy. raising approximately S75,OOO fcv us in a few days 
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Invoice . 

.........-__. ..... -- 
INVOICE# : . . . . . .  ... -- .. 

! 
i DATE 

I 10/27/200? SI 179 
........ ---...- 

. . I  . ' '. . "-1 " 

. . . . . . . .  i- PROJECT .-- P.O. NO. TERMS 

1 ' Jan Schneider 

DESCRIPTION QUANTITY 

. I o Prodw~ iim Munnyemcnt (Organization) and Edit Oversight 
IO Avid Diyitul. Nan-linear rust-production i 

! ' Duplicution, 2 BSP and 2 VHS Overnight to Florida (twice), 
! C.vcrniylit to OKC'!, Counter to Counter to Los Angeles 

i 
I I 

i 

I 

. I  I 

. .  

Tota! 

...... .-111- j "  

2,000.00 i : 
I :  

AMOUNT i : 
- I..' -1 :: 800.00 ; . 

274.00 I 
I .  

I '  

' I  

! '  1 :  
1 ;  
! '  

1 '  I '  

i 

i 

1 '  

I I 

I .  

I 

1 

I '  
1 :  

. ! .  
I .  

. .  

. .  
s i  

I '. 
i '  

I 

. ..-...A{ : 

1 ;  
$3,074.00 ! 

..-A. 



To: 
It J McIntosh" 
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One Beta SP Master Dub. ............................. 35.00 
Shipping and Handling To Florida Overnight.. ........ .29.00 
Total ............................................... 64.00 

Thank you. 
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STUDIO: 
RECORDING HOURS 3 80,OO 
TAPES (SIZE) E&-+L. 1 Q 30.00 . 

TALENT: 

PROOUCTION: 

Pl7ODUCTlON S 

POSTAGE/TRANSPORT $ 

INVOICE TOTAL (NET) S z*90m Pa. 
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STATEMENT 

3202 EAST 21st STREET / TULSA, OKLAHOMA 74114-181'1 / [918]'744-1221 
f .  

4 

TALENT: 

& m y  Evans - ,TWO 6eosi.011~ 
Two .TV: 30' B (Saraeata-bradenrun) 

s 
5 

IUTEWST AT Z W  U T E  OF 1 PER MONTH. POSTAGEnRANSPORT SS4' 
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PRODlJCTION! 

lC)/25/02 - 10:30 - 10:45 k b i c  
I k O O  - 1bl5 Trazwfer 
11:OO - 12;OO Prep., Rmcord, E d i t ,  Tramfar 

POLITLCAL ADVERTISING IS P A Y M U  WlTHSN 
'LEN DAYS OH BY 5:OO PM ON MONDAY PRECEDLNG 
THE ELKCTLONI WHICWVER COMES PXRST. POLITICAI. 
INVOKCLS NOT PAID BY ELECTION DAY W L U  ACCRUE 
LNTEREST AT THE HATE OF L i X  PER MONTH. 

PRUDUCTICIN $ _. . ._.._._.._. .. .... 

POSTAGElTRANSPORT S 

INVOICt I'CITAL (NET) S * '(.' 
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3202 EAST 21~t STREET / TULSA. OKLAHOMA 74114-1811 / [SIS] 744-1221 

2 
STUDIO: 

RECORDING HOURS 

TALENT: 

PRODUCTION: ' --.-- 

. .  

POIJTItXL ADVERTISING IS PAYABLE WITHIN 
TE!4 MPS CIC BY 5100 PM ON WADAY PUCBDLNC 
TfiE ELECTION, WHICHEVER COMXS FIRST. POLITICAL 
1;NVOlCES NOT PALD BY liLECTIOpu' DAY WILL ACCRUE PnODUClION s - 

POSTAGVTRANSPORT 8 IHTEREST AT THE RATE OY 14% PER MONTH. 

INVOtCE TOTAL (NET) 0 
P 

. .  . .  . .  . . .  . .  . 
. .  . 



3202 EAST 21st STREB / TULSAa OKLAHOMA 74114-'1811 / [918] 744-7221 
t 

TAlENT: 

POLITICAL ADVERTXSLNG IS PAYABLE WITHIN 
YEN DAYS OH BY 5t00 PM ON I4ONDAY PRECEDIdJc 
T U  W C T I O P ,  WiUCWEB COWS PXRST. POLITICAL 
IWOICLS NOT PAID BY ELBCTION DAY W Z U  ACCRUE 
UTEREST AT THE RATE OF PER MONTH. 

$ 12D.CO 
$ 2a.09 

s 

POSTAGWRANSPORT S 

IMlOlCb I%,TAL (NET) S 



Invoice 

Quantarn Strategies 

-- --_.-__...- -.-. .. . . -._. .. . 

j Date : Invoice.Number 

1 Bill To I 

I 

1 Campaign dates: 10/28/02 - 11/5/02 

October 2002 billing 
i ,  
! 

i 
i 
I 

I 

i .  

I 
I 

I 

t 

I 

i 
i Salon Media Group, Inc, 
i Dept 33444 
1 P 0 Box 39000 
San Francisco, CA 94139 
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Advertisera 

Report Tables' Executive Sum ma ry 
Advertiser Summary 
Campaign Summary 
Day of Month Delivery Information 
Day of Week Delivery Information 
Hour of Day Delivery Information A 

Graph Type' 

Delimiter Jcaret (*I 9 
(Applicable to Export Function only) 

http://newrealm. salon .com/RealMedia/ads/OpenAdadbiz. cgi?Tas k=S electAdvertiser&Role=Re 1 1 /6/02 
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Campaign Delivery Information 
No. Campaign I Imps Clicks. Yield 
1 Schneider-IO-325-text . 341,928 313 0.09% 
2 Schneider-10-325-468 280,090 2,256 0.8 1 O/o 

Total 622,018 2,5691 0.41% 

a 

I I 

I I 

I 

a 
http: hewrealm. salon.com/RealMedia/ads/OpenAdadbiz.cgi 1 1/6/02 



salon rnedla group a' Jpl# cu1~ger: Anne OWdI 

Splk 

-I . 
I 

I Headquarten I 5131 N. Tomleml Tml Smoet8. FL 

6111 TO: AbrertwdAgency X ~ Client Agoncy earem to pmy m y  amounb unpeid by Client. 
(lnitlals) 

m l i n r !  I W C  tions: Jason Wm be ovemlghUng a check to Salon expectad to arrive by 1 9 0 2  \D (gQ (0  z 

Advertlslng Campalgn Details . ' 

I 

TOO a 

! I .  . . 
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d 

I 

I I I 
I 
I 

size TOW 8p.oiflc Targeting Rate Net Cost 

I 51.000.00 

I '  lmprercslons 
' erpaltauc 
v Impresalons 1 

I ORUO2- 1 I /05/02 I 728x80 200,006 R03 JS.00 
I 

I vahm-Add 
TexUhrk 200,000 ROS $3.00 

I 

lOR8/02= 11/0sm 
I 

I I 1 I 
1 . 

c 1 
I 

~ I -  . .  
I ! 
I I I 

', Pmduction Charges I I I 
I 

400,000 $2.60 S l  ,OOO.OO i Total Pmgmn Coat 
I 

I 

I 

I 

! 

I .  :- 

ZOO 8 
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AgencylAdwrtlaor Representative 
Pdnted noms: Jason Mclntoah Printed name: AnneJg'Neil 
Sf gn aturn: Signature: 
Date! Date: 

I Salon Medla Group Repmsenpthn / /  
1 /\ / / / - 

I 

L 
i 

/ I  
I i  

I 

- . 
Printed name: I Caiylld Lawy,? Printed name: I Cheryl Lucanegro 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

-. toom 
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Date: 0 a  
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MEDIA RCPUIREMENT8 AND AD UNn $P€CWICATIONB 

900 @I 

I : I  '.,.. .) 

296tLQOtbb XVd O2!8T NOR t O / U t / O T  
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EXHIBIT H 



. .  
SAW CHAPMAN - *  % 

. - .  
SUSAN CHAPMAN 

~~~-0e-2003 i 4 m  P.02 

. 
ApriI 8,2003 

Jan Schnekk 
487 Meadowlark Drive 

. S~mota, F l d h  34236-1901 

RE: Claim of Janet Hall 

Dear Ms. Schneider: 

This letter is to mumnark the action I took on your behalf to resdvc the claim of Janet 
Hall. I received a lettei dated December 4,2002, &om Deanis J. P h ,  who represented h e l f  
aa the attorney for Michael SheIton. Enclosed with that letter was a letter fkorn Robert 
Sonnendd, anattomeyfbm Washington, D.C. 

. .. 

Robert Sonnenthal demanded payinent h m  your campaign under a co&t fbr services 
with Janice Hall for the peZiods 
Mr. SonnenW on December 27,2002. Mr. Sonnenthal told me that you owed Janet Hall 
approxhatdy $14,000 under a contract for Imspecified 8 N c e s .  I h d  Mr. SonneJrthal to 
detail what Services Msa Hall had actualLyprovided, as it w my undcmtdiq that Ms. Hall did 
not actualIy provide the ~ G C S  for which she contracted,. Mr. SonnenW agreed to pnwide me 
with a detailed aowuuting of the services Ms. Hall actually performed on behalf of your 
campaign. I have not received the promised accounting, nor have I received any additional 
demands fhm MB. Hall M her attorney. 

February until Augwt, 2002. I spoke by telephone with 

I assume that Ms. Hall has abandoned her claim for payment 

sincerely, 

Susan Chapman 
Attorney at Law 

TOTAL P.02 
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,' 7 Meadowlark I)r 
/ Sarascta, FL 34236 
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.e 
Apr-02-03 01.:24A Ned Davis Research 9414849428 

F ~ l ~ r t i l  Election Coni nii ssi on 
Officc of &nerd Cciunsttl 
Wushingtan, D.C. 2W03 

With ccspr;ct tu ltem #3, Joscph F. Kitllish, surd Lynn .Schncider Killisti, Jm's sister, atch 
contrihutcd S2,oOO of our own money to the cmrpaik?. Of thut miourit, S 1 ,WO wits designatrrd 
h r  the Primary and $1 ,ooO wa!! dcsigpaled for the Gcncral Election. Michacl Shclton indicated 
that onc chwk for 52.0 cwh would be finc. We then each dclivcrcd our checks and carrrp.rligm 
forms tu Michael Shclton, Jim explained 10 us that the SI ,000 tirsignilted for thc Gcncrril election 
Hrr)uId be retunied to 11s if she 10s~ the Prirniiry. Indeed, Lynn l i t h  saw docutneirts i31 Jim's otlicc 
lishg money to bc withheld pending h c  1'fimw-y outct>rrU;. 

As for Itcnr M, the accusation thiit Harold Schliciikr provided us furrrls for campaign 
contributions is simply not true. The moncy we contributcd to JHn Schneider's c;rmp&gti wits out 
of our own pockets. Harold did no! subsidize our qntributions. We contrihurcd 10 the campip\ 
bccausc wu w~inled to help Jan wirr thc election. 

With mgitrd to itcm #lo, Jttn stttted OVCI' and o w  cigiin, both to camlpirign workers and in public 
fmiins, that she wodJ nut run a iiegativc mrnplrign or use ariy criti-perscrnitl "attack" i d s .  Lynn 
W s l ~  ~ I X S C M  when Jan WL,S fiht>\Nr\ whit1 wus represcntcd as u "proposed" attack ;rd (idthough lucr 
tunid oul dmiidy to have ken suhr;litutwl on the air for ow upproved by Jan). The ud in 
question fmhrrcd ugly picturcs of Kuhsrine Harris, mntiukd KISCORP and ENKON, and 
criticized Ms. .I Imis. Lynn saw Jan kcurn very angry rrpn viewing the vidcotapc. and she . 
ficurd Jun loudly prtwluim something alartg thc lines of "No wiry! No how! h s m y  thirt trash!" 

Wc gwittly udmirt fail Schneider and hcr rcusuns for running- We huve not wtuirrcd counsel at 
this time, as wc believe thew i n  no need to do so. Plcirse let us know if' you need any additionit1 
in furmat i on. 

Rcspwt lil I1 y sub rniuccl, 
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Michael J. Shelton 

V MUR #5350 

Jan Schneider, Candidate 
Schneider for Congress 

DECLARATION. OF SHAHLA ARBABI 

Shahla Arbabi declares and states: 

1. 

2. 

to which the FEC 

3. 

4. 

I .  

I am over the age of 18 and competent to make this declaration. 

I am a citizen of the United States, residing at the address in Washington, D.C. 

has already sent mail. 

Jan Schneider and I have been good friends for many years, 

During the period of the primary election, I wrote a check for $2,000 to 

Schneider for Congress, designated as $1,000 for the primary election and $1,000 for the general 

election. I understood from the Schneider campaign brochure with the contribution form and 

other sources that I could make out a single check, so long as I indicated that the contribution 

was for two separate elections - which was my stipulated intent. 

5 .  I made this contribution from my own funds. I did so because I greatly admire 

the policies and ideals Jan has worked for and think that she would be an excellent 

representative. Also, Jan has been very generous in helping me on many of my artistic endeavors 

over the years. 

I declarq under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed on April 8,2003. 

& 4L’ . -  ’ ’ #  . .  

ShahlaArbabi ’ . 
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Michael J, Shelton 

v . MUR#5350 

Jan Sclineider, Candidate 
Schneider for Congress 

DECLARATION OF ELAHE MIR-DJALALI 

Elah6 M ir-Djdali declarcs and states: 

I. I: am over the age of 18 and con1p-t to make this declaration, 

2. I am ;I c i ~ m  ofthe United States. The FEC already has an address, having 

sm,t nie coaespondencc.; i.n coiuiection with the above-efmced MUR. 

3. Jan Schneider and 1 have been good fiiends for many yew, Ms, %haeider 

has also, on several occasions, served a& my lawyer. 

4. Upon lmning that Ms. Schneider was seekhg election to the United Ststes 

House of Representatives, I'was anxious to help her and to support her campaign. 

5.  Durilig the period of the primary elation, I m t e  a check for $2,000 to 

Schneider for Congress, $1,000 for the primary election and $1,000 fix the g a d  election. I[ 

zmdrntood from thc Schxxeider campaign brochure ad from conversations with Ms. Schneider 

that I Gould make out a single check, so long as I indicated that the contribution was for two 

separate elections. Ms- Schneider. dso told me that, if she faded to win the primmy, niy 

contribution for the ieneral election would be returned. 

6, M y  contribution was entirely valuntary - inded, enthusiastically given. It 

c m c  etltirely from my own personal h d s .  

I dec:lwe under peraalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and corrtct. 



. 
83/24/2883 11: 17 5886364178 
I 

Michael J. Shcltoa 

V MUR #5350 

a 
CROSBV BAKER LTD PkGE 65 

Jlur Skhneider, Caudfdste 
Schneider for Congress - 

Camn F. Johmm, Treasurer 

DECLARATION OF SETH SCRNEITJER 

Seth Schneider declares and states: 

1, I am over the age of 18 and competent to make this declaration. 

. 2. I am a citizen ofthe United, States. 

3. Jan Schneider, who was a Democratic candidate for the United States House of 

Representatives for the Florida 13* Congressional District in 2002, is my sister. 

4. During the period of the primary election, I: wrote a check for $2,000 to 

ScWder for Cangms, designated as $1,000 for the prhuy election and %I,OOO for the general 

election. Bdore turning over the check, I was infbrmed by Jan that, if she was unsuccesfl in the 

p h w y ,  the second $1,000 would be returned. 

- 5. Contrary to the accuhm in the Affidavit by Michael Shelton, my 

wntriiiitions to my sister Jan’s campaigns were not made firom b d s  provided by my &her, 

Harold Schneider, or anyone else for that purpose, No part of the finds represented the proceeds 

of any @e, the purpose of which WBS to piwide finds to be cmtxibuted. I wanted to help my 

sister’seek election to Congress, and my decisim in this re& were not controlled by any other 

individual. 

6. Ouring the period of the primary election, my daughter Kathaine Schneidex, 

who was then 18, and my son Samuel, then 15, each also made contributions totaling $2,000 
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toward their aust's e ldm efirts, designated as $1,000 for the primary and %l,oOO for the 

children, and each of them knowingly and voIuntarily made their o m  decisions to contribute to 

assist their aunt. Their contributions were not made fiom the prmeds of any @ - h m  their 

grandfhther Harold Schdder, &om me or &om anyone else - the purpose of which was to 

provide funds to be coxmi b contributions. 

7. 1 will be glad. to mist the Fded Election Cadssion by providing any 

fiwther infomation that m y  be necesssry or desirable. The FEC has my address, and my phone 

number is 508-994-5052. My daughter Kate is currently in college in Canada, but she has assured 

.me that she too is anxious to cooperate arrd will independently confirm the material in this 

dectmtim or otherwise assist the EC. My son Sm has expressed similar sentiments. 

2 
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ZMichd J. Shelton. 

V MUR 515350 

Jan Wineider* Candidate 
Schneider for Congrm 

m 
9 1- CamU F, Johnson, Tressurer 

Jane Trainor declares and states: 

1, I am over the age of 18 and competent to make this declaration, 

2, I am a citizen of the United States. 

3, Jan Scheider, who wag a Democratic candidate for the United States House of 

Representatives fix the Florida 13' Congressional District in 2002, b my hugband, Seth 

Schueideds, sister. 

4. During the period ofthe pfimary eledon, I mute a check for $2$00 to 

Scheider for Congress, designated as $1,000 far the p n m q  election and $1,000 for the general 

election. Before turning over the check, I wa8 informed by that, if Jan was unsuccesa in the 

pnruaty, the second $l,aoO would be retunred. 

5. Contraq to the accusation in the AfEdavit by Michael Shelton, my 

contributions to my dm-in-law Jan's G S ~ P @ S  were not made &om fbnds provided by my 

fhther-h-law, Harold Scheider, or anyone else for that purpose. No part of the h d s  

rqmented the proceeds of any giR, the putpose of which was to provide funds to be contributed. 

1 wanted to help Jan seek election to Cmgress, and my d&sions in this regard were not 

mtrolied by any other individual. 
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6. 1,WifS be glad to assist the Federal E l d o n  Codssion by providing any 

fbrther infomticm that may be necessary or desirable. The FEC has my address, and my phone 

number is 508-994-5052, 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing i s  me and coned. 

Executed on Mach aL 2003, 

.. . . 

2 
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Joshua Trainc~ declares and states: 

I ,  I am Over the age of I8 md campetat to make this declaration. 

2. I am a citizen of the United States. 

3. Jan Schneider, who was a Democratic candidate for the United States House of 

Repmematives far the FMda 1.3'" Congressional District in 2002, is my stepfaher, Seth 

Schdder's, simer. 

4. During the period of the primary election, I wrote 8 check for $2,000 to 

Scheider for Conpas, designated a8 $1,000 for the primary election and $1,000 for the.genexal 

election. Bdme turning over the.check I was informed by that, if Jan was unsuccessll in the 

piimary, the second $1,000 would be returned. 

5. Contrary to the accusatim in the Mdavit by Michael Shdton, my 

contributions to Jan's campaigns were nat made &om W s  provided by Harold Scbneider, or 

anyone else f i r  that puspose. No part of the h d s  represented the proceeds of axry grff, the 

purpose of which was to provide fhds to be contributed. 1 wanted to help Jan seek election to 

Congress, and my decisions in this regard were not controlled by any other hdividual, 
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6. I w% be @ad to assist the F e d d  E l d o n  C o h m i o n  by providing 

fbrther hfbnnation that may be necessary or aeshble. The FEC has my address, and my phone 

iS 508-9944052. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the fareBohg is true and correct. i ii .+,. 

I I 

I . , -.-? 
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Executed on March / ,2OO3 I 
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or, visit our ueb site: 
www.Schneider-for-Congfess.com 

If self-employed, check here 0 

0 Master card 0 vi 
CreditCardNumber 

Expiration Date: 

Name on Card 

Signature 

0 I- WORK TO SUPFORT SCHNEIDER FOR 
CONGRESS AS A VOWNTEER. 

Your conmition will be used in connection with a fe+ml 
election and is subject to the limits and prohibitions of the 
Federal Election campaign Act. Your contribution is not 
deductble for federal income tax purposes. 

. .-.-- ..... .I ..;::..--. .>:. .-. .- ._.. . . ?.. I" 
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Thank you for your contribution! 

Print this pgeand mail it to: 
Schneider for Con- 
487 Meadowlark Drive 
Sarasota, FL34236 

RETURN TO SITE 
.- . 

Name I .  

I Pierre Omidyar . .  I 
Address 
720 University Avenue, #200 

City 
Los Gatos I 

state ' lCalifomia) 
Email Address 

J 

Phone Number: 

c 

Fax Number: 
1 1 

1-1w210 

.. . 
. . .  .. . , ... . . . . -.: 

96 

igress" 
. 'r. 

. .  



I . .  

Federal Election law requites political committees to report the name, mailing address, occupation 
and name of employer for each individual whose contributions aggregate in excess of $200 in a 
calendar year. Your contribution will be used in connection with Federal elections and is subject to 
the limits and prohibitions of the Federal Election Campaign Act. 

Your contribution is not tax-deductible as a charitable contribution for Federal income tax 
purposes. 

1. 

. .  

j: . .  . .  

i 
: 

- !. 
!. 

Verify the information on this application before signing it. When signed, 
postal mail it to: . 

Schneider for Congress 
487 Meadowiark Drive 
Sarasota, FL 34236 , 

. 
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THE SUNTRUST BANK STATEMENT, 
EXHIBIT K, HAS BEEN DELETED 
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WOOD &'DEAN, EA. 
A T T O R N E Y S  A T  L A W  

March 7,2003 

P. 02 

ULRICH ORAVEC 

Susan L. Chapman, Esq. 
lB~secOnd Street, Suite 799 
Sarasota, Florida 34236 

Rer '. Hack Swain Producdon~, Inc. ' 

. DearSusan: 

Thank you for your letter of March4,2003, along with Ms. Schneidds check in the 
. amount of $1,527.86. My client has executed the Genwal Release and I enclose the original 
for your file. 

p k  call. 

RAUlu 
EnclosUre 
CC: Hack Swain Productions, Inc. 

_. ..I._. .'. ....,. 



General 'Release 

. .  

IA i., 

P.03 

In consideration for the pap&t,of $1,527.96, the receipt of which is acknowledged, I, P. 
. .  

Anthony Swain, on behalf of Swain Film and Video, lnc. and Hack Swain Prodwtions, Inc. 

* release the Jan Schneider Campaign, Jan Sch&der, and Harold Schneider f h m  any liability for 
. .  

' the cost of video services provided to the Jan Schneida 
. . . . .  

...e : . .:. .:: . . .' .<.a . . . .  . .  
... . . .  ...- .,.. - .' . 

. .  c 
....I. .- --.-- --.a- ..-.--.--. 
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1 APR-14--83 61:35 P M  VH-STUDIB 
~ w w w a w v w r u m . ~ , ~ . . .  I. .. 

I 
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. .  
, '5;. $! 
. .  . .  Jan Schncid e B', Can di thte 

Schaeider for Congress I 

1, 1 am over the age of 18 and competerlt to make this dcdaration. 

2. I am .I citizen af'rhe United States. i am a resident of Sarasotq Florida, P.O. 
. .  
: .?. 

Rux 2 ? E ,  Swa;ota, $11 #:id8 34230. 

3.  I w s  a volunteer on the campaign of'Jan Schneider, who was a Demncratic 

candrdate fur the L'n i td  States House of Kqrcserrtatives for the Florida 1 Cangssional 

Disrrict in 2C102. For a couple of months, I would come to thc headquarters one nigh1 a week and 

fifl  ifl for the volunteer coordinator, helping other volunteers perfom tasks and answdng the 

. .: . 

. i.! . telephones. IJpm watching an ixitenriew on WELW toward the end of t.hc campaign, 1 was so . 

4.. I found tire lack ofor$aiiization '2nd management at the headqrwkrs swprishg 

and distressing. X nsver did accurately determine thc role of Michael Shelton with thc cmpaig .  

He waS seldoni present in the office and never offered my* difection. 

5 .  1 was interestcd in pzrfomu.ng productive tasks, and I noticed that Jason 

hfclJlt,tosh seemed conipetent. Upon inquiring, A was to13 that Mr. Mdntosh WG there at J m ' S  

request io msisr Mr. Shelton Based 011 this infomiation and his apparerrt expmisc, I decided to 

work \via *W. blchtot h. 1 pcrfotmed tasks ranging froin taking photopphs and assembling 

pre.ss infoJ111ation. to clcaning and ruming errands and working on the election night party. My 

activities in comlectior with the election night patty included investigating alternative Jtnu85, 

galhering bids 011 alldir\-visuel rentals and purchse prkes fur siniilar t e ~ ~ s j o n  eqvipment, and 

1 
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. . 75 
pricing fuud uid bcb-crilgcs. ' : : s t  . .  

6, During this time, I witties3ad nmerous angry exchanges betwem his, 

Sclwicicr and Mr. Shclton and between Ms. Scimeider and Mr, McIntosh, .It was hard 10 

rielermine the oligin uf these argtmlonts, but it was very clear to me that J3n did not approve of 

. .  
' I  

what was going mi. ' 

showing Ms. Schneider a videotape ofa new commercial at approximately 11:OO AM. MS. 

. . .  ,: 

i 011 the Friday bcforc the elechn, I clearly remember Mr. McIntosh md myself . ..( 

, . .  

.. y ,  . !  
I 

. .  
. -  ' ! '  

Schncider beconirng very upset about the video, and another major argument ensued. . , 
. .  - - _  . .  

;I 

'.x4-, . . _..-. . . -. , 

-- 
8 .  Mr. Sheltoii late~- came back and said he was quitting thc campaim ~Ms,. :&:., :.,:, , 

, _ _ .  , '.; 
_ _  _. -. -&+--*.I 

-* - -..*Ti Schneidet was not at hc.ndquarters at the time. 
.* j. 9. I reiiidiiied at headquarters all day that Friday before election day, until . .. 
:. j 

. ' 1  

approximarcly Y:OU PM. MI-. Shelton returned to the o f k e  at least twice h the course of the 

ahmoon and everting. I personally wituessed Mr. Shelton throwing credit card vouchers in the 

. ;  

1 

garbage can and hc,ud hini complaining about other peoples' reimbursements. I also witnessed 

&I!. St;Clton working O J ~  the computer. 

IO. 'I ha: Friday afternoon and evening, although M s .  Schneidtr was not at 

headquarters, Misty Srrreltzer kept threatening to quil. 

s f  

L 1. 1 .attlr that Friday night, 1 5p&c with hqs. Scbneider by tdephonc. Ms. 

I! Schneider stated that she was gomg to fire everyone known to be involved rn iilrring rhc video 

without her lmowledgc and contrary to her express instructions. Whle Mr. Mclntosh did curnc 

back into the office the next day and continued working on the campaign, I: I I C V ~ ~  saw Mr. 

Shelton or Ms. Smtltre: again at headquarters or at lthe a l e c h i  tlight party. 

I 

2 
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Page Mailing Services, hc. 
I DATE I INVOICE# i 

--.--I 
11/1/2002 1 4708 1 

743 Gantt Ave 

B1 LL TO 
,: . . . . .  - . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  - ........ 
Jan Schneider 
Jason McIntosh. 
P.O. Box 57 
SarSts0t;i Florida 34230 

_._- ...... 

1, JOB'NO. 1 TERMS 

20,000 
20,000 

-..-- ........................ 

DESCRIPTION 

911 cmnputer and mail processing 
Postage Used 
Postage is an estimate accual could be higher. 
Sales Tax 

I 16331 I Due onreceipt 

R A E  j AMOM 

0.07 
0.164 

7.000./0 

1,400.00T 
3,280.00 

98 .OO 

.................... .-_- -LTKL- 
I 

. .  

Visit our Internet website at www.pagedirect.com 
Phone 941-377-2673 FAX 941-371-1844 

......... 
. .x . .  

. . .  . . . . . .  
, .. 
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- \ Target Graphics 

.L Printing 

$1.209.10 
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Michael J. Sheltoa 

V MUR Nos. 5350 & 5354 

Jan Sc.hneider, Candidate . . 

Schneider for Congress . 

I 

i 

. I  
f 

I 

DECLARATIOX OF ARDIS E. BOCH 

Ardis E. Boch declares and states: 

1. I am over the age of 18 and competent to make this declaration. 

. 2. . I  am a citizen of the United States. I reside at 1005 North Gondola Drive, 

Venice, Florida 34293. 

3. I was Volunteer Coordinator for the campaign of Jan Schneider, who was the 

Democratic candidate for the United States House of Representatives for the Florida 13* 

Congressional District in 2002. In this capacity, T was. present at Schneider campaign 

headquarrters, almost without exception, at least from 9:OO AM to 4:OO PM five days a week. 

4. In my capacity as Volunteer Coordinator, I was aware of campaign 

procedures, and in particular those concerning the handling of campaign mail. Michael Shelton, 

the volunteer Finance Chair, had the key to the post oilice box and would personally pick up the 

mail. When checks were received, Mr. Shelton would make three or four photocopies of the 

checks and accompanying materials or .would'have someone else do so. Copies were distributed 

to the Treasurer, Carroll F. Johnson: to the candidate. Ms. Schneider, and to me (since I waas 

responsible for writing thank you notes .for all contributions). 

5.  Mr. Shelton told me that he was preparing the Federal Election Commission 
. .  

electronic filings for the Schneider.for Congress Committee, and he asked if T could find a 

volunteer qualified and willing to take over this task. So fat as I know, despite certain 0 



. .  

. - 9  

recommendations I made, Mr. Shelton c.ontinued to prepare the FEC filings himself 011 his lioiiie 

computer &til his abrupt departure from the campaign. At least, on repeated occasions, Mr:. . ' . 

Shelton told me that he was not coming into the ofice because he was working at home on FEC 

repofis. 

6. h m y  capacity as Volunteer Coordinator, I was very familiar with the 
. .  . .\ 

I I 

I activities and positions of the candidate. To my knowledge, except for a few short trips to 

Washington, D.C., and one to Miami, Florida, Ms. Schneider was present at campaign 
I .  

headquarters for at least part of every day. During.at least the last two weeks of the campaign, I 

'specifically recall that she was in the office at least part of every.day, usually before noon and 

again at the end of the work day (ours not hers, since Ms. Schneider usually had an evening 

I 

I 

8 .  

i event). I personally would hand Ms. Schneider a copy of the schedule for the.next day on one of . 
' 

I 

- .  these occasi,ons, usually just before I left headquarters in the late afternoon.. 

7.. From my work on the Schneider campaign from its inception, 1 was vety 

familiar with the views of the candidate on negative advertising. From the beginning of her 

campaign, Ms. Schneider repeatedly stated that, she did not believe in anti-personal ''attack" 

advertising and would not engage in such a despicable practice. Even after Katherine Hams 

started airing a false and misleading attack ad, Ms. Schneider continued. to refuse to stoop to her 

opponent's level in this regard. Ms. Schneider repeatedly stated to voters, on the air. and to all of 

her campaign staff that there were too many important issues before the country - an impending 

war, a failing economy, health care and social security crises, and.others - to waste time on"anti- 

personal attacks,. .She.never.retreated fiom this commitment and advised the entire campaign 
. .  

. 
. .  

staff of her position on numerous occasions. 
. .  

. 2  ... a 



8. When I saw an attack ad against Katherine Harris on television on the 

morning of Friday, November 1, I was astonished to think that Ms. Schneider hadchanged her 

.mind .about this kind .of advertising; I had no idea that iMs. Schneider had never been shown the 

l 

ad, particularly since it featured the endorsement “Approved by. Jan Schneider.” 

9. In my capacity as Volunteer Coordinator, I kept lists of volunteers for the 

Schneider campaign. The name of James or Jim Merritt does not appear on any of my lists of 

. volunteers (although he did, as I recall, make two small donations to the campaign). I only 

recall seeing him in the ofice for parties and other festive occasions. 

I 

‘ I  

. ‘“a 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed on April 1 , 2003. 
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Michael J. Shelton 

.v MUR Nos. 5350 & 5354 

Jan Schneider, Candidate. 
Schneider for Congress 

. DECLARATION OF DARLEEN KUNKLE 

Darleen Kunkle declares and states: 

1. I am over the age of 18 and competent to make this aeclaration. 

s 
6 

2. I am a citizen of the United States. 1 reside at 8270 Ibis Street, Sarasota, FL 

34241. 

3. T was a volunteer for the Schneider for Congress campaign for the United 

States House of Representatives to represent the Florida 1 3'h Congressional District in 2002 

during both the primary and general election periods. In this capacity, I primarily served as the - .  . .  * L  
a *  I 

Scheduler for Ms. Schneider, arranging for her appearances at events and accompanying her to 

most events. .I also. spent a lot of time at campaign headquaAers, organizing'events and ' "  

performing other taks: ' 

' 

. . .  . . . . . . .  * _ ' .  . . . . . .  . .  ' . I . .  , * .._ '. i .  
. . i -  

A , ' . .  

. . .  
-4 . .  .. . .  

4. From the inception of the Schneider campaign, T was very familiar with the . 

views of the candidate concerning negative advertising. Ms. Schneider repeatedly instructed 

everyone working on the campaign that she did not believe in "attack" advertising, and there 

were to be no such anti-personal attacks against opponent Katherine Harris. Even after opponent 
... 

Katherine Hams started airing a scurrilous attack ad against her, Ms. Schneider reksed to "stoop 

to Ms. Harris' level." 

5. Ms. Schneider also repeatedly instructed everyone working on the campaign . 

that no advertising materials or other 

public . . .  without . .  her express approval. 

. . .  letter without her prior permission. 

' .  ' .  
' . .  

. . . .  . . . . . . . . . .  , * =  ,. . .  ..,' 
. . .  

. .  

. .  . .  . .  

substantive statements were to be communicated to the 

No one' was to sign her name to any' policy 'statement or 
. . .  

. . . . . . .  . I ,.;. . .  . . : . I .  . .  * 
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6. On the Friday before election day, .November 1, 2002, Ms. Schneider was 

shown a proposed attack ad against Ms. Harris. Ms. Schneider became very angry and rehsed to 

consider running the ad. 

7. Later in the afternoon that s h e  day, November 1, I accompanied Ms. 

'Schneider to an' event at New College. On the subject of campaign ethics, Ms. Schneider again . 
. 

stated to the college audience her views on attack ads. She explained that she had been shown a 

proposed ad that very day and refbsed to run it. 
I 

* ,  
8. In the evening of the same day, I accompanied'Ms. Schneider to:a 

-* . 

"Republicans for Schneider" event in The Oaks. At that event, Ms. Schneider once again stated 

her views on attack ads in general and the specific proposed ad she had been shown earlier that 

day. She repeated her commitment to running a clean campaign, eschewing such practices. In 

.- ._ .' 
2. : 

1. $j ..I. 

response, however, Ms. Schneider was. then asked about an ad mentioning something like 

''Riscorp and Enron 'and things like that." The questioner and subsequently. several other people 

at the event reported that they had seen the ad on one or more early morning shows that day. 

9. Both Ms. Schneider and I were extremely upset to learn that Michael Shelton 

had substituted his ad for one .approved by Ms. Schneider - contrary to the express directives of 

the candidate, and without even informing Ms. Schneider after she was shown and said not to run 

the proposed ad. On leaving the Republicans for Schneider event, I was so disturbed I even ran 

into a mail box, seriously damaging both my car and the mailbox. Whi1e.a passenger in the car, 

in my hearing, Ms. Schneider made a call on her cell phone. She said to whoever answered the 

telephone that anyone who had anything to do with running the ad behind her back was fired and 

had better clear out of the headquarters before we r'kturned. 

. .  
I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and 

correct. 

Executed on April 9, 2003. 
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Michael J. Shelton 

V MUR Nos. 5350 & 5354 

Jan Schneider, Candidate 
Schneider for Congress 

DECLARATION OF JACQUELINE S. JONES 

Jacqueline (“Jackie”) S. Jones declares and states: 

1. I am over the age of 18 and competent to make this declaration. 

2. -1 am a citizen of the United States. I reside at 5478 Beneva Woods Way, 

Sarasota, Florida 34233. 

3. I was a core member of the Schneider for Congress campaign for the United 

States House of Representatives for the Florida 13* Congressional District in 2002 fiom its 

inception. Later, I was a member of a “Management Committee” formed by Michael Shelton as 

Finance Chair for that campaign. In these capacities, I met with the candidate at least several 

times a week fiom the beginning of the primary election campaign through the general election. 

After a headquarters was opened at 3 151 North Tamiami Trail, Sarasota, Florida 34234. in or 

about June 2002, I was present at the headquarters for several hours almost every day. I also 

spent time traveling around with the candidate in the Congressional district and in Washington, 

D.C., attending numerous political meetings and coordinating witk Democratic groups. 

4. From my work throughout the Schneider campaign, I was very familiar with the 

Views of the candidate on negative advertising. From the beginning of her campaign, Ms. 

Schneider repeatedly stated that she did not believe in anti-personal “attack” advertising and 

would not engage in such a despicable practice. Even after Katherine Harris started airing a false 
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and misleading attack ad, Ms. Schneider.contiriu&l to rehse to stoop to her opponent’s level in 

this regard. Ms. Schneider repeatedly stated to voters, on the air and to all of her Wnpaign staff 

that there were too many,important issues before the country - an impending war, a failing 

economy, health care and social security crises, and others - to waste time on anti-personal 

attacks. She never retreated fiom this commitment and advised the entire campaign staff of her 

position on numerous occasions. 

5.  On Friday, November 1,2002, I arrived at campaign headquarters around 2:OO 

PM. Ms. Schneider met me at the door and wanted to talk ouside. Ms. Schneider, who was 

visibly angry and upset, related that she had just been show a proposed “attack” ad against 
I 

I .  

I 
i 

- . _ _ . . _ I  

Katherine Harris, which mentioned Riscorp, ENRON, and other matters. Ms. Schneider stated 

that the ad had been prepared contrary to what we all knew were her specific instructions. She 

loudly expressed her anger that Mr. Shelton and others had wasted scarce campaign hnds on 

such a disgusting and counterproductive effort. Ms. Schneider reaffirmed most emphatically that 

she would never permit the ad to be aired under any circumstances. She also stated that she was 

particularly angry that anyone would have the arrogance to prepare such a piece of ‘Yrash” and 

embellish it with the false endorsement that it had been “Approved by Jan Schneider.” 

6. After our conversation, Ms. Schneider left campaign headquarters for ar) 
I 

appointment elsewhere. Upon entering the building, I was appalled to learn fiom another 

volunteer that the 30-second “attack” ad against Ms. Harris had already been substituted on 

television for one approved by Ms. Schneider. The volunteer in question said that she had seen 

the ad that morning on ‘’Good Morning America.” 

7. Previously, my husband Lowell D. Jones and I had been shown a longer 

2 
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.- - videotape of about five minutes, which also contained some “attack” footage against Ms. Harris. 
’ In my presence, my husband asked Jason McIntosh whether Ms. Schneider had seen the video. 

We were told that she had not. We certaily thought that Ms. Schneider would be exceedingly 

unhappy and would strongly disapprove of the tape. It never occurred to us, however, that Mr. 

Shelton, Mr. McIntosh andor anyone else would actually mail out the tape to voters or would air 

part of it on television without advising the candidate and obtaining her approval - particularly 

since she had said so many times that she would do no such thng. 

-.. 

‘i - I  

I I 

I 

! 
8. Obviously, I was likewise unaware - and appalled to learn after the election - 

I 

that an advertisement that had never been shown to Ms. Schneider was substituted in the i 
I 

I 

I Bradenton Herald for one that the candidate had approved. This too, I know to be contrary to 
I 

I 

I I 

Ms. Schneider’s unwaivering directives throughout her campaign. 
.,-I 

.--..> r . .  : ... 9. Also, while a volunteer at campaign headquarters, I helped to send out several 

mailings for Schneider for Congress. I never saw any proposed mailer dealing with Social 

Security issues or featuring a %birds nest” illustration. I knew that Ms. Schneider had approved 
iq 
p; .. ._ 

two or three general mailers, which I then helped to send out. Ms. Schneider had repeatedly, in 

my hearing, directed all her campaign staff that no mailing or correspondence was to go out 

3 

I2 in -7. 

, 
setting forth any substantive position without her express approval. As a member of the 

Management Committee, I know that Mr. Shelton was aware of this directive, since it was 
:* 

discussed during our meetings; in any event, it was repeatedly discussed with all of the campaign 

3 
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sal€. Throughout the campaign, there was never any room for doubt on the part of anyone 

involved that the candidate wish to maintain control over her own policy positions. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed on April 1,2003. 
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Michael J. Shelton ) 

Jan Schneider; 
. v. ) MUR ## 5350 & 5354 

Jan Schneider 1 
V. MUR #I5361 
Michael J. Shelton ) 

' DECLARATION OF KEITH A. FITZGERALD. 

KEITH A. FITZGERALD, PH.D., 521 1 Winchester Drive, Sarasota, Florida 

34234, (941) 359-3952, declares and states: 

1. I am over eighteen (1 8) years of age and competent to give this declaration. 

2. I am an Associate Professor of Political Science at New College, 5700 North 

Tamiami Trail, Sarasota, Florida 34234, (941) 359-4700. I specialize in American 

politics with a focus on political institutions (such as Congress and the Presidency) 

and public policy. 

. 

3. During both the 2002 primary and general election campaigns, I provided political 

and strategic advice to the Schneider for Congress campaign in the Florida 13'h 

Congressional District. I had prior experience working on political campaigns. I also 

provide analysis for local television news stations on political matters. 

4. In the closing days of the general election campaign, and to the best that I can 

reconstruct it, on the 28" of October 2002, I called the Schneider Campaign office 

and asked to speak with the candidate or someone in authority. I wanted to relay a 

conversation I had earlier that day with a local television reporter in which I had 

learned that the local news media had the results of polling data on the Harris- 

Schneider race. Since I knew that the Schneider campaign did not have its own poll 

data,, I wanted it to have the benefit of this information. Ms. Schneider was 
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5. 

,6 .  

7. 

unavailable, so I spoke with Marilyn H-ell. She subsequently asked me to visit the 

campaign ofice to review videotape that the campaign was considering using. 

When I arrived, Ms. Harwell introduced to me to Jason A. McIntosh, who had 

recently joined the campaign. Mr. McIntosh told me that he had produced videotape 

that he and others were urging Ms. Schneider to use in her campaign. He asked me to 

review it and offer an opinion. I do not remember the exact length of the video, but it 

was far longer than a standard televised ad, perhaps fifteen minutes in length. 

M e r  I reviewed the video, Mr. McIntosh and I were rejoined by Ms. Harwell and 

Michael J. Shelton, Finance Chair of the Schneider campaign, also joined in. A 

colleague of Mr. McIntosh, known to me only as “Steve,” was also present for parts 

of the meeting. I do not recall exactly what Steve may have heard andor seen. I 

commented in the most general terms that I thought the ad was well-written, but I did 

not understand why they produced it or for what purpose they wished to use it. 

At this point Mr. Shelton, invited all of us into a small back room in the campaign 

headquarters. Although Steve came and left a couple times during the subsequent 

conversation, it was clear to me that the purpose of us convening in the backroom was 

so that the conversation would not be overheard. In the course of this meeting, 

Messrs. Shelton and McIntosh told me that they either had already or intended to use 

the longer video, which consisted mainly of laudatory testimonials about h$”+ 

Schneider’s accomplishments and character, but which began with a harsh 

denunciation of the opponent. They told me that the shorter presentation would be a 

30-second negative ad composed entirely of the criticisms and unflattering 

photographs of Ms. Harris extracted fiom the beginning of the longer version. I never 

saw such a production. 
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8. 

9. 

Messrs. Shelton and McIntosh told me that they wanted to run the negative 

advertisement on local televisions stations. They also told me clearly that Ms. 

Schneider was unwilling even to consider 'going negative.' It was clear to me that 

both parties were exasperated with Ms. Schneider. Both Mr. Shelton and Mr. 

McIntosh stated that they were considering airing their attack ad contrary to the 

express directives of the candidate and without informing her. I do not recollect 

whether Ms. Harwell expressed a firm opinion on the matter. 

Messrs. Shelton and McIntosh further told me that they were considering mailing out 

videotapes of the intact version of the videotape to numerous households in the 

Congressional district. They told me that Ms. Schneider was against any such 

proposal as ineffective and much too costly. Nonetheless, they discussed the costs 

and timing of how both tasks would be accomplished. 

10. Messrs. Shelton and McIntosh asked my opinion on whether I believed that the , 

campaign should run a negative ad taken fiom the longer videotape, and whether I 

believed that the longer tape should be mailed out. I told them that I could not 

support this since I had not reviewed the specific production, and because I believe 

that negative adds can be counterproductive, especially if they seem unfair. I thought 

the long piece had merits, but I questioned what the benefitlcost ratio of a mailed 

video prxentation would be given the expense of mailing it out and the low 

likelihood that it would be widely viewed even among those who received it. 

1 1. Messrs. Shelton and McIntosh pressed the issue of whether they should go ahead with 

'something negative' against candidate Schneider's stated decision not to do so. I told 

them that I did not agree with them doing so. I told them that I would be happy to 

participate in a conversation with the candidate to discuss ways of effectively 
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countering her opponent's negative ads. As I left the conversation I was satisfied that 

I had made myself clear that I thought arr ad culled fiom the material I had seen 

would be a mistake, that running an ad without the approval of the candidate would 

be wrong, and that I could aid the campaign in deliberating on a strategy with which 

the candidate would be comfortable. I also left believing that these anxious campaign 

workers were simply blowing off steam based on their hstration with the candidate 

who they found unwilling to pursue what they felt was an effective strategy and the 

uphill struggle they faced against a far better funded opponent. 

12. I was surprised to learn later that the Schneider campaign had run negative ads, 

precisely because Messrs. Shelton and McIntosh had f m l y  stated that Ms Schneider 

would not approve of such. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed on: June 9,2003. 
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Jan Schneider, Candidate 
Schneider for Congress 

DECLARATION OF STEVEN RUNFELDT 

Steven Runfeldt declares and states: 

1. I am over the age of 18 and competent to make this declaration. 

2. I am a citizen of the United States. I reside at 34 Sandy Hook Road, Sarasota, Florida. 
-_---.  

I 
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3. T was a volunteer for the Schneider for Congress campaign for the United States House 
of Representatives for the Florida 13* Congressional District in 2002 during the general election 
period. Although my activity was primarily in the area of fund raising, I also participated in other 
campaign activities and was made periodic visits to the campaign headquarters. 

4. As a volunteer on the Schneider campaign T was very familiar with the views of the 
candidate concerning negative advertising. I was involved in soliciting celebrity support and in 
waiting radio s p t s  for the Schneider campaign, and as such had several conversations with Ms. 
Schneider, Michael Shelton, Misty Smeltzer and Jason McIntosh regarding the content of Ms. 
Schneider’s campaign ads. Ms. Schneider repeatedly and unequivocally stated that she did not 
believe in anti-personal “attack” advertising, which she felt was destructive of democratic processes 
and insulting to the voters. Her position on negative advertising was a cornerstone of her campaign. 
Even after opponent Katherine Harris started airing a scurrilous attack ad against her, Ms. Schneider 
consistently and repeatedly stated her refusal to “stoop to Ms. Harris’ level”. 

5 .  Ms. Schneider spoke out several times in public and televised forums with her 
opponent, Katherine Harris, stating that she refused to run negative campaign ads. The campaign was 
making a deliberate effort to attract Republican voters and this pledge was especially important to 
these supporters. T heard from a number of “Republicans for Schneider” that her pledge to refuse 
negative advertising was a key factor in their support for Jan Schneider for Congress. 

6. Ms Schneider repeatedly instructed everyone working on the campaign that no . 

advertising materials or other substantive statements were to be communicated. to the public without 
her express approval. No one was to sign her name to any policy statement or letter without her 
permission. 

7. A few weeks before the general election I attended a meeting with Misty Smeltzer at 
which Ms. Smel-per lamented Ms. Schneider’s position .on negative advertising. I ,stated my position 
that it was possible to refute the negative Harris campaign ads with positive ads. favoring Jan . 
Schneider and without “going negative. I later discussed this with Ms. Schneider +ind she agreed that 
this would be a strategy that would not be perceived as negative.. On &is-basis I solicited and 
received recorded 30 second voice-over- spots fiom several celebrities, including Martin Sheen, Alec 
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Baldwin, Mike Farrell, Susan Sarandon, Elliot Gould and Shelly Berman, many of which directly 
addressed the points in the negative Harris ads, by quoting for example, local newspaper 
endorsements stating that “Jan Schneider’s integrity is unquestioned.” 

8. I had these recordings delivered to Michael Shelton and discussed Ms. Schneider’s 
position on stating the positive without going negative. He seemed reluctant and stated that the 
campaign did not have the funds to run any of the ads I had recorded. At the same time I was 
working with the Move-On Political Action Committee. Move-on has an email membership of 
several hundred thousand democratic and progressive voters. On the basis of the celebrity 
endorsements, Move-on agreed to sponsor the Jan Schneider for Congress campaign on their Website 
and in their email messages. The net result of this was donations of approximately $100,000 in the 
last days of the campaign fiom several thousand independent Move-On subscribers. 

i 

- .  

9. Prior to my success with celebrity endorsements and fund raising, Mr. Shelton had 
treated me coldly. I had heard stories about his arguments with others in the office. I had been told 
that upon.hewing of my endorsement and hnd raising efforts, he had expressed his disbelief, saying, 
“I’ll believe that when I see it.” Shortly after the Move-On donations started coming in, on the 
Wednesday before Election Day, Mr. Shelton asked me to come into his office. He told me that 
through my work in recruiting endorsements and in raising funds, “You have done more than anyone 
else to support this campaign.” I expressed my gratitude that the ads I had recorded would now be 
able to be aired and that the campaign needed to respond to the negative Harris ads. Mr. Shelton then 
told me that the celebrity ads would not be run, but that, “We have an ad we going to air. Jan isn’t 
going to like it, but we’re going to run it anyway.” I inquired if it was an “attack ad”. Mr. Shelton 
said that it was and that Ms. Schneider would not approve but that “She’ll get over it.” I asked who 
“We” was. Mr. Shelton told me that it was the campaign staff, himself, Misty Smeltzer, and Jason 
McIntosh. T assumed that there would be a discussion with Ms. Schneider first. T did not want to 
believe that Mr. Shelton and the others would actually air the ad without Ms. Schneider’s approval, 
especially since I had worked so closely with her in producing the kinds of positive ads that she 
favored. As 1 did not want to get into an argument with Mr. Shelton myself, T simply shook my head 
and departed. 

10. The next day I called the campaign headquarters. Harold Schneider, Jan Schneider’s 
father, answered the phone. He asked me if I knew about “that ad”. I had never seen the ad and 
expressed my disbelief that they would have run the ad without Ms. Schneider’s approval. 

Of the approximately 30 celebrity spots that I recorded for the Schneider for Congress campaign, 
only four were-used. Three were used on radio and-one was used on a telephone c‘get-out-the-vote’y 
effort. T never saw the remaining recordings again. 

1 1. On the Sunday before the election I joined Ms. Schneider and several volunteers for 
dinner. Upon returning to the ofice, I was handed a fax that was addressed to “Steveyy. It was - 
apparently intended for Mr. McIntosh’s assistant. Without knowing the content of the fax, kpassed it 
on to Ms. Schneider. The fax was a draft of a letter concerning Social Security - a sM&&d that h4.r. 
McIntosh wanted Ms. Schneider to sign and to publicly challenge Ms. Harris to also sign. Ms. 
Schneider expressed her exasperation at this ’tactic, which she said she had already discussed at length’ 
with Mr. McIntosh as “a gimmick” and an “UVerly cute-tactic”. She repeated this to Mr. McIntosh 
directly when he returned to the office approximately dii hpur later, saying repeatedly, “It’s a 
gimmick. I don’t want any gimmicks,” and ‘.Lh a waste df; time and money. I don’t want t d b  it.” 
After Ms. Schneider left, Mr. McIntosh admodhhed me t e h g  me that I had no busineswsHttwing 
Ms. Schneider the fax. He said that he expected that we would lose the election and t h d h  banted to 
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have a signed statement by Kaaerine Harris so that she would not be able to vote against Social 
Security when she was in Congress. He became very agitated and said that there were other people 
behind this b&%s Ms. Schneider and that protecting Social Security was more important than 
winning the Congressional kaee: 

Executed on April 13,2003. 

Steven A. Runfeldt 
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DHCLAKATION OF ELAH ti MIR-DJALAIdI 

2. I am a citizen of thc Unitcd Stales. l'hc FEC already has an address, hHving 

3. Jan Schneidw And 1 haw bccn good fiicnds fcjr m y  years. Ms. Schneidcr h s  

a1w9 on scvcral owaicms, servcd as my lawyer. 

4. Upon laming that Ms. Schncider was socking cleclicm to thc IJnited States 

I lorise of Rcprcsentatives, 1 was anxious to help her and lo support hcr campaign. 

5.  During Ihc period of thc primary election, 1 wmte a r;heck for $2,110 to 

Schneider for Congress, Ii 1,000 f i r  thc pimury eiection and $1,000 for thc general clcctiun. 1 

undcrstadl fiom the Schncidcr campttign brochurc and from convcrsaiions with Msa Schneider 

that I could makc out a single check, so long as 1 indicated that the contribution was for two 

wparatc cfcctims. Ms. Schncidcr also told me that, i h k  filed to win the primary, my 

contribution fir thc gcixrul election would be returned. 

6. My contribution was entirely voluntiiry - indccd, onlhwiasticalfy given. It 

1 declare undcr pcnaliy ofperjury that the foregoing is true and corrcct. 


